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The Advisory Committee on Accreditation-'and Institutional
Ellglblllty is established pursuant to Seotton 253 of the Vet-
erans’ Readjustment Assistance Act (Chdpter 38 Title 38, U.S.
Code), and subsequent legislation. It is governed by provnsnons

of Part D% the Genera] Education Provisions Act (P.L. 91-230
as amended; 20 U.S.C. 1233 et seq.) and the Federal Advisory

.Commntee Act (P.L. 92-453; 5 U.S.G. Appendix I}, which set
. forth standards for the_ formatlon .and_use of advisory com- ...

mittees. The-Committee is establlshed to advisé the U-8..Com-

missioner of Education in fulfilling his statutory obligations to
publish a list of natignally recognized accrediting agencies and -
-associations which he determines tobe reliable authorities con-

cerning the quality of training offered by education institutions

" and programs. It alsg serves to advise tbe ‘Commissioner in
. fulfilling his statutory obligation to publ)sh a list of State

agencies which he has, determlned to be reliable authorities
concerning the quality of _public postsecondary vocational

.education_ in, their respectlve State, pursuant to Section

P.L.92-318. A complete list of the Committee’s functions,
as well as its purpose and structure, can be found in the
Comm |tt‘ée Charter, Appendix |. . o

s

438(b) of the _Higher Education Act of 1965, as amended by

Advisory Committee Membersi{ip )

The flfteen members af the Commlttee are representam/e of ed-
,ucational institutions, various levels and-types of accreditation,

professional associations, State departments of education, the '
general public and the student/youth population. They mclude .

represen,tation from the ranks of women and minorities, and.
from all’ geographlc regions of the country. The members are
appointed ‘to three-year terms by the Sécretary of Health, Ed-
ucation, and Welfare. The composition of the Corhmittee

‘chdnges every Juhe, when the terms of one-third of the mem-

bers explre Ordinarily, no member is eligible for reappomt-
ment to a second consecutive term. Nomlpatlons for member-

[ .-

/

INTRODUCTION

ship ¢n the Commlttee are wefcome. Names, and resumes If
available, should be submitted’ to the Director of the Division of

E|WIbl|lty and Agency Evaluation, U S. Office of Education. Al
though nominations are accepted at any time, those submitted

- by November-of any year are most likely to be considered. for

e

terms beginning the following July, while those submitted after
November are likely to be reserved for consrderatlon one year
Iate P e

o 4'-1

1976 Advnsory Committee: Actlons C

7

" The Committee met four times during 1976. All meetings were

open to the public, except for a fifteen-mjnute session of Sub-
committee 1 on March 25. One result of the g\reater’number of
open meetings has been an increase in the number of individ-
uals. and organizations who, aIthough they de-not themselves

have petitions pendn‘ag before the Committee, appear for oral

presentations regarding petmonlng adencies. All Advisory

. Committee meetings are tape;ecorded and-a copy-of thetrans-’

cnpt is available for examlna(tlon in the offices of the Division of’
Eligibifity and Agency Evaiuatlon A list of the 1976 Advtsory

.
—

~

[

L

-~

«

Committee meetmgs’@‘includmg the times during which the -

Marchgmeeting wasopé yor ¢closed, lsfoundlnAppendlel Ap-
pendix VI also contaJ ,s‘a Ilst of scheduled meeting$ for 1977;
and Appendix VIl infludes “a list of agencies scheduled for re-
view through March.-1981. Committee disoussions durmg the
closed portiot of th ‘March' meeting are includedin Part{ of this
report, under the American Medical Association andtheAmerl-
can Physical The;% y Assocnatlon -

aN,'}

The COmmmeés ctnvnty dunng 1976 revolved mostly around
the reviewof be ‘,ions and interim reports relating to the Com-
missioner’'s aut 'Ionty to list recognized aécrediting and State
approval- agéncn s The Commlttee reviewed 70 petitions and®s.,
reports, andas resultbfits recgmmendatlons one agency was
added to the ﬁ t of natlonally recognized accrediting agencne§

- and aSSOCIa{}l'ﬂS, recognition was continueg for twenty.-seven

~'
<
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~--——March 1977~Currentlwthere are fourteen-

-

’ . acerediting agencies and extension of scope of recognition was

granted to seven agencies. Presgntly, there are 69 natibnally
recognized accrediting agencies and associations. As a result’.
of Committee recommendations, four agencies were added to
the list of State dgencies recogmzed for the approval of public
postsecondary vocational education and recognition of six State-

_ agencies was eontinued. One agency withdréw from the recog-
nized list, and one agency served notice that it would not.seek
renewal of recognition when its term of reco nition expires in
?ecognlzed State

agencies for the approval of publlc postsecoadar*y vocational
education, . , ot

. ’

Qccepting Committee recommendations, the Commissioner
also awarded eligibility status for Federal funding programs to
two institutions which demonstrated satlsfactory assurance
that they would meet the accredltlng standards.of arecognized
agency wuthrn a reasonable’ peciod of time, and he determined

While most df the Committee’ s time is occupied with rewew of
petltlons it alsd must review policy issues which affect accredi- .,

‘ cedures and rele; and reIatlonshlps between the prlvate ac-*
. crediting and, education community and the U.S. Office of Ed-

. ucation.“The Commlttee used two of its ‘meetings to provide a
. forum for discussions of mutual concern with non-Federal ed-
ucators A discussion of the pO|ICIeS which the Committee re- .
viewed is found in Part Il of this report. . ~

% ' . R s
Procedures ‘for'Review of Petitions for Recognition

.

Revnewmg petitions for recognltlon occuples the majorlty “of
the Committee’s time. The Comrqlttee sreview protedure is as
* follows: An_agency presents its petitions to the D|V|s10n of
Eligibility ahd Agency Evaluation three months in advance of
the Committee’s, next ‘meeting. Revrew of the petition is as-
signed to one of the Committee’s two subcommittees. Copies of
the petitior are maileg to the subcommittee members, and, pro-
- yldmg there- are enough available, to the remainder ,of the
Commrttee Site visits by Divisioh ‘personnel and/or consul-

agencles and by interested third parties who have réquested an
appearance. Fo%dwrng the presentatlons, the subcommlttees
congduct a- flnal review of the petitions and prepare recom-

@

. : R that the Community College of the Air. Force has met the criteria tants }o the Office of Educatlon are conducted, and the reports
o= T forthe award of thé Assoc:a”te in Applled Sclences Degree. The from these visits are included among the reviéw materials. The *
Commrssnoner s determinatlous of satlsfactory assurance were Division staff develops fan analysis of the petltlon based upon
- made pursuant to his authorlty under the Higher Education A¢t the publrshed Criteria for Recognmon This anaIysrs -is mailed .
<~ of 1965, as amended; section 1201(a}5)A), and under the in advance to Committee members, to the peitioning agency’
- ] Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 201). The action regardmg _andtd’ mterested third parties who have rec\uested acopyof it.
. \ the Community College of the Air Force was made pursuantto .« ' X
' J his “authority under the.1954 Federal Policy Governing the During its meeting, Comiittee members meet for a time as two .
. Granting of Academic Degrees byFederal Agenoies andInstitu- séparate Subcommittees. The SchommLttge_SJ- supported by - ..
' . tions, and under current _authorizing legislation. (subsec-——— —staff-and-consultants, “réview the merits of _each petition and '
UNUUUE S R _ ~tior{c) of 10 U.S.C. 9315) . . hear oral presentations by representatives “of the petltlonmg

L 4 tatlon and eligibility. Diring 1976, .the Committee’ s rgview of mendations for the full Committee. The full Committee reviews
. X polrcy matters was hampered by the amount of time-needed to " the Subcomm;ttee reports and deveIOps recommendations to
/' : review ‘petitions, and by admiinistrative and budgetary restric- the Commissioner..The Comnmissioner then approves or drsap-
) . iR * tions which dxscouraged scheduling of its annual policy feview . proves the recommendations, and notifies the agengy in gues- .
: meetlng ~Nevertheless, the Committee revrewed several de- - tion of that action. Fmaily, changes in the lists‘of recognized
eIOpmems regarding Iegrslatron the ‘current Criteria for agencies are publzshed from time to time in the FEDERAL
g . N . Recognition; Advisory Committeg, functrons, operating pro-  REGISTER. . R
ol - ' A
° ’ ! c R ) . . R » ¢ we
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For the full\text of criteria references cited in the Committee’s ,

actions, pIease see the appropriate appendix: ) R4

Cntena for Recognltlon of National Acgedrtlng Appendlx |
Bodies- ‘ .
, . . . K | -
Criteria.for Reéognition of State Agencies forthe Appendix Ili
Approval of Public Postsecondary,VocatlonaI
Educatlon ~ ' . " N

Crlterla fortReCOintlon of State Agencxes forthe Appendlx v
* Approval of Nurse Education -~

4
-

~ Federal Policy Governing the.Granting of Aca-, Appendix v
demic Degrees. by Federal Agencies and Insti- - . -
;utlons o ) ot

U nless otherwnse |nd|cated in the text, act|6n§ bythe Commlttee

were approved by the U. S Commnssroner of Educatlon onthe
followmg dates Wt . R « -

».

¢ 1

March 23-26 Meeting -

. June16-18 Meeting - . < - * August3, 1976

September 21-24 Meeting- . October 27, 1976

December 8-10 Meetlng ’ . Januar‘y12, 1977

LN N °

A. Nationally Recognized Accredrtmg Agencras and:
‘ Assoclatlons - St b '

; LN .
N o ” :”) -
Accredmng Bureau of Medlcal Laboratory Schools "‘. .

September 21 24 1976: Petmon r{enewa/afr cagn/t/ontar
accreditation of private medical assistant edur:é Honial institu- .

tions and pragram .and schools*and | pragrams for the.medical =

/abaratory techmc:an Recognition is continued’ for a penod of

" May 6, 1976 . .

four years. The Bureau. is urg ‘d however t8 give its attention"
to argas of the Criteria for Recdﬁpltr n where'its compliance is
not technically satlsfactory\mt neg Ejmgcntenon(a)(3(,uQ(A)
(qualitative assgssnient), the BureaL\s ould giveits attentlon to

the encouragement of broader partlclpatlon in produc:ng ‘the ~

\ self- -study document. Second, while the’ ‘Bureau currently pro-
- vides a weitten decision.of the appellate bodkto the chief execu-
- tive officer of a schooror program in matters of adverse deci-,
sions, this pOlICY is not clear~ly specified in the Bureau’ s written
‘ prqcedures, as requnred by criterion (b)(3)(vn|)(C) (wrltten deci-
sion). During its meeting, the Advisory Committee reviewed
additipnal written material submitted, by the Bureau, and by
Richard" L. Egan Secretary, Councnl on Medical Education,.
" American Medical ASSomatlon,,who opposed continued recog-
. nition of the Bureau’s accreditation of private medical assist-,
ant educatron-lnstltutlons anderograms and public medical
laboratory technician éducation programs. The Committee also
heard an oral presentation by representat-wes of the Bureau.
L. .
Accredltmg Commrsslon on Educatlon for Health Services -
Admmrstratlon e .
\ ,
1. December 8-10; 1976: Petmon for extengion of scope of
recognition to mc/ude accred/tat/an of graajate programs in
. health services administration. Recognition is granted until,
December 1977. The Commission has demonstrated satisfac- ¢
tory compliance with the Critéria for Recognition. The limita-
tion'upon the” period of recognition is designed to phase the re-
. view of -this actlv:ty into the regular cycle of revnew of the
Commnssnon S other accredltlng activities,

* W

2. December -8- 10 1976 lntenm Report The feport is ac-
cepted. The Commrﬁsnon ‘has responded satisfactorily,.to the
Commnssnoner s Ietter of December 11,1975,

-

~ - ’
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The Advrsory Committee reviewed both'the report and the re-
quest for an extension of scope durjng its December 8-10 meet-
ing. During the meeting, the Committee reviewed additional
written material submitted by the Commission and by Janet
Strauss, Executive Director, Council on Education for Public
Health, who attested to new areas of successful cooperation
established between the Council ang the’ Accrediting Commis-
sion. The Committee also heard an oral presentation by repre-
sentatives of the Commission~ . .

. , ) S ™~
American Assembly of Collegiate Schools of Business

. s N

"June, 16-18, 1976: Pelition for renewal of recognition for ac-
credition “of baccalaureate and graduate ‘degrée programs in
busmessandmanagement Recognitidn i continued until Sep-

" American Assocratron of Nurse Anesthetlsts, Councrl ‘oh Ac-
credltatlon ’ .

tember 1979, contingent upon tQe
satisfactory..compliance with ¢

e Assembly’s demonstration of
erion {b}{2)(i) {public repre-

sentatives) of the Criteria for Recognition, during its review in

“September 1977.

+
~

Y
\

~

>¢5¢C M
S
.

tion of education programs in marr.lage and family counseling,

. * the Division'of Eligrbrlity and Agency Evaluation |s directed to

employ consultants to ascertain if there is Adefined’e educational
program universe in this.area, to review the feasibility of de-
veloping an acceptable a¢cred|tmg program in this area, and to
prepare a reportgf findings to the Advisory Committee. During -
its meeting, the Advisory Commyittee heard anoralpresentation

by representatives of the Committee on Accreditafion
[

- ? -~

September 21-24' 1976: Petition for rerlewal of recogn/tron for

accreditation, and for the award of the status of “Preaccredita-

’ra

tion,”"of professional schools/programs of nurse anesthesia.
Recognrtion is continued for a period of three years. At the end ‘
of one year, the Council on accreditation will be expected o sub-
mit to the Advisory Committee a report indicating:

]

a. progress toward establishment of a program of‘evaluation of

RS S

4~

Amer;can Association of Marrrage‘and Family Counselors,
* Committee on Accreditation .

‘s

~

September 21-24, 1976: Pet/t/on for initial recagn/t/on for ac-
creditation, and for preaccred/tat/on as “Correspondent,” of
master s and doz:toral degree programs in-marriage ang fam/Iy
counselor training. |nitial recognition is denied. The Committee
on Accreditation has failed to demonstrate satisfactory eom-
pliance withrcriteria (a)‘(1 Xi) (regional or national) and (u)(dejlm-
tion of scope); and (b1 )i) (conSIderation of constntuencres) of *
the Criteria for Recognition. Particular concerns regardrng the
Committe€ on Aegreditation s_compliance with these criteria
- relate to the limited number of | programs evaluated to date; the
. uriknown size’ of the Association’s universe; the seeming {ack
- of a definkd accrediting program which is universally actepted;
the lack of clearly defined.accreditation standards; and the mat-
ter of need for a separate agency to accredit programs in this .’
field. However, inview of the apparent need for effective evalua—

)

- its educational sfandards desrgned to assess theit validity

c

ar

0,

and reliability—criteridn (bX5) (validity “of standards) of the '
Criteria for Recognition—with the assessment exprected to
involve @ppropriate_ constrtuencres, including physrcran £d-
ucators,

— ‘ ! o

. evidence of continued representation in policy and decision-

making bodies of the,community of interests affected by the

‘Council’s accredrtation programs—criterion {c}4) (reflects

communrty of mterests)’l -

a

assurance that the Councni performs no functrons incon-
sistent with its ability to make independent judgments of the
quality of education programs—cntenon (d)(1) (independ-
ence of f‘unctron) and : t

-
Fe “

. |mpl|catxons of the ‘Cpuhcil’s’ requirement for the CRNA

certificate as a condxtion for membership on nurse anes-
thesia faculties . ‘ .
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« Cpuncll The presentatlons were attended b“y approximately 1 50

% . »

‘During its meetrng theAdvrsoryCommlttee revnewed addltlonal
- written materials submlttecfby the Council, by Richard Ament,

Presndent elect of the Amencan Soclety of Anesthesnologlsts,

and by;James F. Arens, Presndent of the’ Faculty of Nurse Anes-

thesia ScHools. The Committeé also heard orat presentations by -

representatives of the Cotincil and by Dr. Ament and Dr. Arens.
.Dr. Ament and Dr. Arens opposed contlnued; reccgnrtlon for the

observers. ¥ .- _
-~ R 1

-4‘ L e

. . Amencan Bar Assoclatlon, ouficjl of the Sectlon of Legal

9

»

v“

Educatlon and Admissions to the’Bar, -

|" »

December 8- 10, 1976: Interim report The report iS not ac-
. gepted, and‘the Council is requested to submit an “additional
written and oral)) Jreport at the March 1977 Advisory, Oommlttee

meeting. In concluding that the réport.is riot satlsfactory, the**

" Committee suggests that the Council may not be acting iftgood

- faith in its promises to conduct a study of accreditation in the

proprletary law school field, and to address other previously
ralsed issues regarding the Council’s compllance with the Cn-
‘teria for Recognition. The Council’s March report is expected t fo
demonstrate progress toward achieving satisfactor ?l compli-
ance with'criteria {B)2)(i) (pubec represéntatives),*(b) (2) (iv)
(complaint reV|ew procedures) and (b)(6) (requires output’ -
évaluation). The’ .report also will'be expected to contain the
results of'a completed study of .accreditation of, Proprietary
law schools, and to respond to issties raised By representa-
tives of the Western State University. College of* Law of
“Orange County (California) during their presentat\on before
the ‘Advnsory Commiittee on Decémber 9, 1976. In addition
to that presentatlon the ‘Committee also heard a presenta: .

_ tion by representatives of the Councll ‘and the Cominittee,

reviewed addjtional written ma rial” submitted by the
Council and by John W. Black, MAssistant Dean of" the

Western State Unjversity College of Law, who urged rejé i"
tion.of-the report t and opposed continued recognition of the

Coungil. Commlttee memliters Thomas Shearel: and, Harold

+ Croshy disclosed that they afe members of the ABA and
. their respective state bar associatigns, but do not hold office
in theSe organizations. They announced their intentian to
discuss and vote-on the Council’s report, unless therg was
opposition from the Committee. ‘There was none. Dean John
Irving participated in the discussion on the report, but:
abstamed- from vot|n§due to his dlrect involvement i in"legal

educatlon . . . -~ .

-

Amencan Board of Funeral Service Educatlon, Commussuon

/f Schools . - : ¥ . .
k4
S

eptember 21-24, 1976~ Retition for renewal of recognmon for .
accreditation of mdependent schogls and co//eg/ate depa(t—
ments of funeral setvice education. Becogmtlon is continued
for aperiod of four years. The Commission is, however, urged to
give seribus consideration to two areas ofthe-Criteria for Recog-
nition in whtch it has demonstrated minimat compliance. .
The Commission-should-consider- establishing traihing semi-
nars and workshops for potential visiting team leadersfand- -

-

,-.A

kY

medibers and should, in its published lists, nclude all levels . .

. of institutional status and. provide -identification of the
‘Jvarlous approved program levelS. During ‘its meeting, the.

Committee heard an oral presentatlon by, representatives of \"4

t4

the G)bmmlsslon. : S

Amencan Councul on Educatlon for Journallsm, Accredmng
n(.:ornmlttee S , m;
March 23-26,1976: Petmon for renewa/ of recoynmon for ac-
credition of first profeks/ona/ degreefrograms in journalism.
Recognition js conginued for a periodf of four years. The Coun-
S : cil has demé‘rJStrated compllance with most of the Crlterla for
Recognltlon At theend of one year, the Acctediting Commlttee
is requested to submxt to the Advnsory Committee a report dem-
onhstrating progress toward satisfactory compliance wijth the
foIIowlng criteria of the Criteriafor Recoghition: (a)(3)(|) (defml-

tions/procedures), specrflcally, the de\'lelopment of de[mltlons

ir

. . -« T
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of probatronary stafus andpf provisional status, (bX2Xi) (pubhg;, stratrng substanflal progress in reo)'éamzmg its acdredrtrng pro-

representatives), speclflcaﬂy 'written assurdnce of the. appornt-

ment of additional, public memberd=to “the’ Co’uricrl (b)(2)(m)'

-(notice of standards revision), specrfrcally, evidence’ of steps
taken to prdvide notice of proposed or revised standards to all

institutions -with accredited programs in journalism; and )

(b)2Xiv) {complaint review procedures) specifically, the de-

velopment of awrrtten.complarntprocedure Duringits meeting,

the Advisory Committee heard an oral presentation by repre-

sentatives of the Accrediting Committee.

“ American Lubrary.As‘socratuon, Commlttee on, Accredltatuon
» 3

December-8-10, 1976: Requést for postponement of review of

petition for renewal of recognition from March 1997 to.Decem- .

ber 7977 The request is denied. The Committee on Accredita-
‘ tion requested the' pastponement because it was unable to
schedule a'site visit forobservation byUSOE persmnnel untli the
fall 0fx1977. In rejecting the rgquest, the Advisory Committee
notes thatthe postponement ould amount to the equivalent of
continuing recogn|t|on for an extended period of time withgut

some kind of formal re'port upon which to base.its dec|s|on The”

Committee indicates thaf the Division of Eligibility and Agency

" Evaluation should determine whether fpf/admlnlstratlve rea-

>

sons, the revrewshould be rescheduled The Commrttee further -

expregses the need for deyelopmga consistent policy regarding-

the issue of lengthy postponements (No act(?h was required by

. the Commissioher; subsequentiy, DEAE resc eduIed the revrew '

forSeptember1977) o ,
- r . 2
_ American Meducal ASoOCIGtIOﬁ‘ ‘Councrl on Medrca Educa-
\-" thl"I P . - C
sy L2 P

1. March 23-25, 1976: Petlt/on for renewal of recognlt/am as
the coordinating agency for allied-health education gccrea‘lta-

~ _tion. Recognrtlon is continued for a perlod of two years. At the
" end of oneg year, the Council on Medrcal Education (CME) is ex-

_ pected. 6 submit: to. the Advrsory COmmlttee a report demon-

v"

<

gram so as-t§ further address the issues of proliferation and
fragmentationi (criterion (b)(1)—need) and- to reflect the com- .
munity of rnt';‘}e ts in the area of aflied*health educatlon 3e-
creditation (crmjlon (c)(4)——ref|ects community of interests).
The Cbuncil’s petition provided msufflcrent |nformat|on to de-
termine its corpphance with the ‘following crrterra (b)(2)ii)D)
(pul?lrcatron of ‘Hames of personnel), (b)(2)(n)(E) (publicly avail-+
.able mformattop regarding its legal organization), (b}{2)iii) .’

(notice of standards revrslon) (b)5) (validity of standards), and - .

- (b)(10) (accurate’ referénce). The Commlttee indicated that4f the
Council does not offer satisfactory evidence of ‘progress in the
areas cited above, the Committee will consider recémmending
that the Commissioner request the Council to show causeawhy -
his recognition of the CME as the coordinating agency for allied
health educatron accreditation should got be withdrawn. During

.its meetlng, the Advisory CommuteeJevrewed additional writ-

ten material submitted by Nancy I. M. Preuss, Presrdent of the
American Socnety for Madical Technology, who-criticized the,
collaborative arrangement in allied health education accredita-
tion, pa”rtrculariy asit applres tothe National Accredrtmg Agencym
for Clinical Laboratory Sciences. The Commlttee also, heard an
oral presentation by.Dr Preuss In addition, the' Commlttee
heard oral presentatiOns by representatlves of thé CME and by

. representatives’ of each of the collaboratlng agencles Irsted

below, except the Jolnt Revrew Committee on Educatronal Pro- .
grdms forPhyslclan 5 AsSistants and the Jornt Review Cornmlt- -
tee on Education in Radrologtc'TechnoIogy The. Commlttee

heard,two presentations: from representaﬂves of the Amerrcan', '

Physrcal “Therapy. Ass0c|at1om From'1:10.to 1;25 p.m., Thurs-\
day March 25, Subcommlttee'l oftheAdwsory Committee con‘-

“dugted a closed session, in accordance with Section 10(d) ofthe. .

Fedteral Advisoty Committee Act (P. L. 92-463) and clauses (4)
and (6) of . subsection (b} of sectron 552 of‘Title 5 of the United -
States Code. Durmg his session; the subcommittee discussed. -
frnanclal matters in olvrng the.CME and its collaborating agen-
cies. T ussion a!so mcludeg comments regardrng various
mdrwduals assocrated thh the

ouncil on Medlcal E.ducatron

8,




e ~

© the
Sodi

mertcan Physrcal Therapy Assocrétron and the American

) formal action and proposed no. recommendatrons to the fuII
2 Committee 'during the ctosed session.Dr. GeorgelL. Grassmuck,
’ Chairperson of the Advisory, Commrttee stepped down from the

€hair in order. to partitipate in the full Committee discussions of

a;:!ohfulrvmg served as Charrperson durmg“’these drscussrons

.)3:~' ‘(

"N during the June 15°17, 1977, Advr% Committee meeting,
justlfxcatron for its continued’ recogniffen as the accredrtrng
@gency for physrcal theraprst education. The Commrssloner ]
request relates to the American Physrcal Therapy Associafion’s

wrthdfawal from: ‘the CME co[laboratrve>arrangement (pIease

-

¥

lety for Medrcal Technology. The subcommrttee took, no’,

i ' the petitions of*the CME and its cell,aboratrng ‘agencies. Dean. .

. ' M
P 3 December8 10 1976 The Councrlrsrequestedtopresen{,',x

y N N

. \ .. . R N L
: van . . . .

physrcal therapy assrs;ant educatnon programs and the pub-

- Ircatlon of revrsed Essentials for physmal therapist educa-

tion. The Committee on Ag:credltatlon also submitted a peti-

Ktjon for recognition outside the collaborative arrangement
;o with the CME/AMA. ThlS is treated beIow

LIC TN

7

3. Curriculum Review Board, Amencan Assocratron of
<« Medical Ass:stants t, ) v, -
S March 23 26 1976 Petition for renewal of ’recognman

N{or accreditation of one- andtwo- -year medical assistant pro-
- gra Recogmtlon is contmued for a period of four years.
The‘QB!;grd has' demonstrated satisfactory compliancé with
most of the Criteria-for Recognmon At the end.of one year,
the-Boarg- w#LbeexpectedtosdbmrraTepon‘demonsTatrng

see below) - - T

. [y -
A v M

. ' Amerlcan Medical Association, Council on Medlcal Educa-
’ " tion,.in cooperatron wrth. . .

1, Accredltatron Commtttee Amendan Occupatronal Ther-
y Association o

— N
5 .

: . pQch 23-26, 1976 lnter/m report" TFhe report.is accepted

-

’ v

A . . '._

action taken to rncIude Board member affiliations in the’
bublrshed list of the Board's membershrp (criterion
. (b)(2)(1r)(D)—-—names of personnel) The report also will*be
" expected to include an account of the Board's progress to-
“ward oollaborating with the Accrediting Bureau of Medlcal
Laboratory Sahools in such areas as (1 )t‘ﬁe development of

cedures; WOperatrop in. joint surveys (3r establishment
- of a liaison comaittee; and (4)development of a longrange

a common self:suryey- \lnstrumentand c¢ommon survey pro- .

a

‘

,p - Tr;ﬁrfgdig;;ihon:ommrttee has respondedsatgsfactorrlyto _ ‘plan of ceoperation. Becognmon of the Board is contingent | - * L C
o . P Goncarns n LI Sk '_ ¢, upon continuation fzthe (;ommlssronersrecognrtron of the * . ‘:’7 ' m
AR S : .’ catineil on Medical Edtication as “umbrelia” a ency, e ;
5 I 3 Commlttee on Accredrtatlon in Educatlon Améﬁcan ST "n it t ‘Eq the ) gency.’ . a ¥
- N Ph | Th A i ) ollowing its hex review. .. s 2L, . . ]
. " ysrca erapy ssocr& ton PN .;ﬂ ,“ﬁ “ I ) N ot : s
- [} ¥ - [ N \ . )
. -~ ~ > “ . . A
N A March 23; 26, 197& Petmon for renewal of recogn/t/on for s 4. Educatlon-arfd Regrstra,tron Commrttee, Amerrcan Medi- ’ J
s acg:redltaﬁon ofprofess:onalprograms for the physu:al tber— * .cal R,ecord Assocratloh‘ ot .. .
) ap/st R nition: is contrnued for. | 2 perrod of two years( s - : g S " S
. ;wrth the specr?rcatvon that at the ‘end af oné year the A§5°nx ﬁ, March 23 26 19(ter/m*reporf The report is accepted ’
., ciation will bé expected to submlt a report fdemonstratln J . Thé Education- and egrmrg}ron Comrittee has responded ’ =
ot satlsfactory progress toward. resolvrng rssues relatlng‘to the satlsfactorrly to prevrou€ concerns. 0 o0
R , . i . .. s e L )
LT - . ] ) ‘ * )
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5. Joint Reviev'v Committe‘e on Educational Programs for

R Physician’s Assistants, which is sponsored by the Amerr-
y can Academy. of Family Physicians, American Academyi '
ey of Pedratﬂcs, American Academy of Physician’s Assist-

\ ants, American College ‘of Physicians, American College
& of Surgeons and American Socrety of lnternal Medicine
v

\ a. March 23 26 1976' Petmon for extens:on of scope of

Y recagnmon to mc/ude accredltatlon .of -programs for .the
. surgeon’s assistant. Extension® of scope of recogmtndn to -

= " “include accredrfatlonzof prograrn% for the surgeon’s assist-
ant, is granted.’Recognition "of the Joint Review.Committee
-on Educations! Programs for the Assistant to the Primary
"Care Physician is transferred to the Joint Review Commit-

s

teeon EducatronaTProgra ms for Physician sAssnstants The’
scope of regognition of the Joint Review Ccmmlttee on Ed-

- [ - ucational Programs for Physrclan s Assistants is to be listed

_as "accreditation’ 6f programs fol: the_ aSS|stant to the 'pri-
mary care physlclan and for the surgeon’s assistant.”

LR AP b March 23 26 1976 Interim report regardmg accredl-

" 523 tation.of programs for. the assistagt to the primary care

, physician. The, report is accepted, The Joint’ ReWew'
Committee ‘has responded satlsfactonly to prevuous co,n-
cerns ¢ ‘ «i & . e

LM . - it .-
A

~6.. Jomt Revrew Commmee on Educatronal Programs in
Nuclear Medrcme Technology, whlch is sponsored by the

T Amerrcan College of Radrology, American- Socrety of .-
Clmrcal Pat,hplogms, Amerrcan Society for MedrcalTech- .

nology, Amerlcan Society ’of‘ Radrologrc Technologlsts
and the ‘Society of Nuclear Medrcme

. March 23-26, 1 976 Petition for Tenewal of recognman for
accreditation of programs for the nuclear medicine tech-
nologlst Recognition is continued fora perigd of two y?ars

‘The Jolnt Review Committee will be. expected to subffit to

Ly Pathokoglsts

s Educatton

the Advrsory Committee, at the end of one year, a report on

!‘?

previous eoncerns .
) Y . <
. 8. National Accrediting Agency for Clrmeal_l.aborato .
Scren ces, which is sponsored by the Ametican Society for -
Medical Technologv and the Amerrcan So ét'y of Clrnrcal

’ - .
: .o .o
ke .

March 23- 26, 1976 Petition for renewaj,,of recognmon for *
accreditation of educational piograms, for the laboratory as-
si$tant and schodls and programs for the medical laboratory
. technician. Recognltlon is continued for*a perlod of two
j,yéars > The, Agency has demonsfrated satlsfactory com-
pl|ance with the Criteria for Recoganh Thie lithitafion on
the Ageney’s per|od of recognition is deslgned to bring the &
“réview of its accred|t|ng~act|v1t|es in these two areas into .

3

.the .regular cycle of rev'hw of. |ts accredltlng act"vmes in )

'otﬁerarea/v»i:ﬁ' R S o

. - »

o .. RN T L.

-, « . -

N Amerrcan Optometrlc Assqctatron, Councrl -on Optometrrc
's‘*w-u CL s,

o
s
T

December~8 10, 19?6 Petmon for renewa/ of.recognition for
accreditation, andpreaccredltatlon as Beasonable’Assurance

and “Preliminary Approva/ of professional programs i) op--
tometyy. Recogmtlon is continued for a period of four years. The
.Counc;l has demonstrated.satlsfactory compliahce with most of .«

. M "
3& ?f\ i . Foow
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 the Criteria for Recognition. At the end of one year, the Coun-
cil will be expected tosubmitto the Advisory Committee a report
addressing concerns regarding its compliance with the follow-
ing criteria: {a){1)(ii) (definition of scope), (b)R)(i) and -(cX4)

(public representatives) and (b)(3)(viii{A) (no change in status).
In addition, the report should address itself to the matter of the
Council's- preference for'its accredited programs to-be located

. . in university settings. During its meeting, the Advisory Com
mittee heard an oral presentation- by representatives -of the
Council. — .

v “ KR ' S
"i‘?_’mrican Osteopathic Association s

June 16- 18 1976: Petition for renewa/ of recognition for ac-
creditation,. and “for preaccr editation as “Preaccreditation
Status” and ’Prows:ona/ App al,”" of programs /eadmg to’
the'D.O. degreet Recognltlon is/£oNtinued for a period of two .
years. At the end of one year € Association will be expected to-
demonstrate progress toward satlsfactory compllance with
cnterra,(QZ)(n)(C) (current status) (b)(2)(“u)(not|ce of standards
revision) and «{b)(2)(iv) (Complaint review procedures) of the
Criteria for Recognition. In addntron*rt should demonstrate that
it has taken measures to clanfy its policies and procedures
"documents dongerning its due process procedures and its scope

of operations. -

®
L

Questlons are ralsed concerning the Assocratlon s requ:re«
ments that accredited schools be members of the Amerrcan
Association of Colleges of Osteopathic Medicine, and that
D.0.'s who are members of the faculty of accredited colleges be
members of the American Osteopathit- Assoclatron The As-
soclatlon and the Division of Eligibility and Agency Evalpation
are directed to explore cooperatively the issues concerning the

. membershlp requirements and, at the end of ong year, the As-’

sociation ls.to submit to the Advisory Commlttee areporton its
consndera’tron of these |ssues .

’

‘During its meetung the Committee revrg“addmonal written
material submltted by Phl|lp Pufierantz, Dlrector of the AOA's

2 - . . . . -
~ v .

o
Office of Osteopathrc Education. The Committee alsoheard an
oral presentat|on by representatlves of the Assocratron

-

»
American Physical Therapy ‘Association, Committee on
Ac‘cfeditation in Education
1. March 23-26, 1976: Pet/tron for initial recogn/t/on for inde-
pendent accreditation of entry level programs for physical thera-
pist assistants. Action on the petition is deferred for a period of
—two-wears—TFhe 'Amerrcan—PhVS|c”|“Therapy Association cur-
rently isTecognized'by the Commissioner-as a nationally recog-
. hized-accrediting association in collaboration with the Council
, on'Medical Education, American Medical Association:This peti-
tion congstjtutes a request for recognition outside the collabora-
tive_arrangement. The- Advison%ommltt has indicated a.
desire to encourage and preserve the concéofa coordlnating
gency- for allied health accreditation. The . dommlttee also
" recognizes recent efforts on the part ofthe CME to foster the
“ adoptxon of revised physical theraplst education Essentia/s, and
to bring physical:thérapist assistant education under the CME
"umbrella.” The two-year deferral corresponds with the penod!s
,of recognition grantéd to the CME as the.umbrella” agency d
for the CME and APTA ‘as coIIaboratrng agencies for physical
theraplst education (please see the approprjate sections unQr
-th&American Medlcal Assocration above). Dunng «ts meeting,.

4

v

°* the Advisory Commltteeg\eard oral presentations by the Asso-

_ciation’s representatives regarding both its petitlon for renewaI
of recognition as a collaborativie - agency, gnd.this petmon
From 1:10t01:25 p.m. » Thursday, March 28, ubcommrtteeTof
the Advisory Comrqlttee clésed its discuissions to the public, -
pursuant to.Section 10(d) of the Federal Advisory Committée ™
Act(P.L, 92- 463) and clauses (4) -and () of subsection (b) of sec-

#=tion 552 of Title 5 of the Unrted States Code Duringthis session,
the subcommittee d|scu’3sed fipantial and personnel-matters .
assocuated with'the Americdan PhysrcaIThe;apy Association and

e Councll on Medical Education. Thexsubcommlttee took no
format-action and proposed no recommendatidns to the full
Commlttee durlng the closed session, .

!
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2. tDecemb‘er 8-10, 1976 Pet/gon for initial recogn/t/‘bn for
mdependent accred/tat/on of entry level programs for.physical-
therapists and programs ‘for physical therapist assistants. Con-
sideration of this petntlon.rs deferred untiltheJune 15-17,1977,
Advrsory Conmimittee. meetmg As noted above, th|s petition,
» when first presented, was deferred for two years However,
. - since that action, the Associationl indicated tﬁ%?”begmnlng
.Jatuary 1, 1977, it would sever its accrediting ties with the .
Ameritah Medncal Association, and requested that the petition
bewe’actwated The request was granted. During the meeting,

the Commrttee reviewed additional wriften material submitted

.by chhard Egan, Secretary, Council' 6n Medical Education,”
* American MedlcaIAssoclatlon by William M. Samuels, Execu-

tive Director of the Amencan Soc'éty of Allied Health Profes- *

sions; by John W. Schermerhorn Dean of the'School of Allied
Health Professions of the University of Texas Medical Center,
"afid chairman of the Task Force on’ Accredltatlon of the Council
on Educatisival Institutions, American Socrety of Allled"HeaIth

Professions; and by-J, Alexander McMahon, President of the '

American Hospital. Assocratlon Dr. Egan indicated a desrre
to ‘tontinue to seek a collaborative approach to accredita-
tion. Mr Samuels expressed a erI;ngness to cooperate with ,
. % spther organlzatlons with similar concerns in accreditation.
Dr. Schermerhorn urged deferral of any new action until all
concerped parties could have an opportunity to explore
5 ‘mutual congerns, He .also indicated that the American

Society ‘of Allied Health' Professions would assume<a’more
active role in accreditation. Dr. McMahon opposed the -

» APTA’s withdrawal from the collaboratlve arrangement as.
encouraging fragmentatlon in accreditatwn Mr. Samuels and

.

14

actlon‘ regardlng this petition, therefore are deslgned*to'
provrde an opportunity for the concerned parties to explore
efforts toward improvement of cooperation. The |nterval
‘also permits .the Assoc|at|on to review concerns  raised
regarding its compliance with criteria (c)(1) (acceptance) arid
(c)(4). (reflects communrty of interests), of the Criteria for -
" Recognition. In view of the change in .the curre,ntly.
recognlied collaborative arrangement for accreditation of
physrcal therapist, education, +the Council on Medieal Educa-
tion is requeSted to present, at the June 15-17, 1977,
Advisory Committee meetirig, justrflcatlon for its contlnued
.recognition as the accrediting agency in this area. Dr.
Pascasio was absent from all discussion and actron"regardrng
this petition. Dr. -Miller served as Advisory "Committee
Charrperson ‘during the full Committee .review of the
petltlom B

-
- . -

American Psychologlcal Assoclatlon, Commlttee on Ac-..
credltatlon .
June 16 18 1976: lnter/q;reportregarcf ng the accred/tat/on of
.doctoral programs in school psychology. The report is accepted.
The Committee’ on Accregditation has. responded satusfactorrly to
previous concerns. Durrng the meeting, the Advrsory Com-
mittee heard an oral presentation by representatrves of the
Cqmmuttee on Accredltatlon. , g s

. 4

Amerrcan Speech and Hearlng Association, Boards of Exam-
‘iners in Speech Patho?ogy and Auduologv ¢ .

)

v .
Drs. Egan and Schermerhorn also made oral presentations '« _September 21-24, 1976; Pet/t/on for renewal of recagnition

‘before the Commjttee, as did representatlves of the APTA.
The Association’s representatlves lndlcated a willingness to .
explore cooperatlve efforts with any organrzatlon in the~
future in order to insure proper training off%physrcal
- therapists and to;protect tonsumer interests. The Advisory
Committee’s reCommendatron and the Comm158|oners

KD f “ N —_

for accreditation -of master’s degree programs in speech path-
ology aqd audiology. Recogmtron is gontinued for a perlod of
‘three years. At the end of one year,the Boards will be expected
» to submit to_thé Advisory Commlttee a report demonstratlng
satisfactory compliance with criterion (b){a)i) (public represen-
tatives) of the Criteria fer Recognition. in addition, the Boards’

° - . .
L ) . . . . ) T
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report should indicate progress toward adoption of revised self-

study guidelines and visiting team instructions—critetion

(a)(3)(iii)(B) (guidance)' adoption of written complaint review

procedures—crlterlon (b)2)(iv}; and adoption of proposed new

accreditation procedures. During ‘its meeting, the Advnsory

Committee heard an oraI presentatlon by.representatives of the‘
s Assocratlon .

a

American Veterinary Medical Association

. -
. > ‘

1. Committee on Animal Technician Activities and Training®
December 8-10, 1976: Petition for extens:on of scope afrecog-
n/t)an to'include the Committee on Animal Technician-Activi-
ties and Training’s (CATAT) accreditation 'of associate degree
programs for animal technicians. Extension of scope of recog-
nition is granted for a period of one year. While CATAT has
demonstrated ‘satisfactory compliance with nost of the Cri- -
teria for Recognition, three areas of deficiency in CATAT’s com-
pliance with the Criteria should.be addressed if CATAT is to re-
tain.continued recognition beyond one year. These areas are:
(a)(3)(iii) (self-analysis/on-site reviews), specifically, integra-
tion of the self- study document into the evaluative’process; at-
tefftion to the tramlng and composition of srte review teams; and
{b)(2)(i) (public representatlves) During rts\meetmg the, Ad-
+  visory Committee reviewed ad!htional written material sub-

mitted by the Association, and heard an oral presentation by the
(Association’s representatives. (The Associgtion’s Council on
Education currently is recognized for accredltatron and for
award of the preaccredxtatlon status of “Reasonable Assurance '
of‘Accreditation,” of programs leading to the D.V.M. andV.M.D.
degrees.) e T

(e

/

-

2. Council on Education . ; ‘ C

June 16-18, 1976 lnter/m report. T\E&epoa.ra-aeeppted The
Coyncil has responded satlsfactonly to previous concerns,

.
L

A, o
.

Association for Clinical Pastoral Education Inc.

June 16 18, 1976: Pet/tlon for reneWa/ of recogn/t/an for ae-
creditation of professional training centers for cl/n/cal pastoral
education. Recognition is continued for & per,l_od of four years.
‘The.Assaqciation is commended for its progress, and is encour-
aged to continue its cooperative relationship with the Associa-
t|on of Theologlcal Schools in the United States and Canada

Durmg the meetmg, tﬁ’?Advnsory Commrttee heardan oraI press

I3

entation by representatlves of the Associaflon. .

o . L

Association of Advanced Rabbinical and Talmudic Schools,

_ Accreditation Commission"’ ;

- N -

December 8-10, 1976: Pet/t/an for renewal of recognition for

" accreditation and preacoredmat/an as "'Correspgpdent” and

" “!Candidate” of rabb/n/ca/ and Talmudic schools. Recc;'gmtron is
continded for a perlod of four 'years. The Accreditation Com-
mission has demonstrakd satisfactory compliance with the Cri-

teria for‘Recognition. During the meeting, the Advisory Com- .

mittee heard an oral presentation by representatlves of the
Commxssron ' . . .-

N

Association of lndependent Colleges and ‘Schools, Accredlt-
ing Commrssuon <

L3
P

" September 21 -24,1976: Interim report' The report is accepted

"

The Commission has responded satisfactorily to.the Commis-

sioner of Education’s letter of April 24, 1975. ,

Cosmetology Accrediting Commission' ‘

- ~

" September 21-24, 1976 Pet/t/an far renewa/ of recognition
for-accreditation of cosmetology schools and pragr’ams Recog-

nition is continued for a period of onesyear. While the Commis-
» sion has demonstrated substantial progress since its last re-
view, compliance with signifitant: portr‘ons of the Criteria for
Recognition remains to be demopstrated. Therefor ouldthe

4 R TR
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) Commission present a pen ion‘for renewal of recognition after status of "Candldacy, “sof master’s and bacca/aure‘ate degree
- . ‘ one year, it will be expected to demonstrate. further positive ‘programs in social work. Recognition is -continued for a

., progress in all areas of de&crency cited by the Commissioner- * perlod of four years. At the end of one year, the Commissich
; of Education in, his letter qI:December 11, 1975. During the . will be éxpected to .submit a report ‘to the Advisory
) . meeting, the Advisory Comigiittee reviewed additional written Committet demonstratmg progress toward achieving satisfac- .
X , - material submitted by Lauren R. Oldak and William W. Scott, _ tory complfance with criteria (b)(2Mii){C) (current*statusj, ° = - »
. .” Counsel for the National Han@ressers and Cosmetologists As- _ and (b}{(10) (accurate reference), of the Criteria for Refogni- -
R | sociation. They . ralsedanumber of,concerns regardmgtheCom- - tion. During its meeting, the’ Committee heard an oral
- mission’s compliance with theiCriteria. In addition, the Com= . presentation by representatives of the Commission. . ‘
. - mittee heard an oral presenté\non by representatives™f the - . : \ . _” v
’ Commission. ; . . ' Engmeers Councul for Professuo*nal Development . e
.. ¢ Yt s ' 3 4 )
Council on Education fbr.Pu;)“ Health - Septémber 21-24; 1976 Petition forren?zalfoh:ecogrgltlanfor e
N ) ,accredltai?? on of graduate programs leading to advanced entry
’ 1. September 21-24, 1976: Inteljm report’ The repbrt is.ac-  * jnto fhe engineering profession. Recognition of the Council is .
. R ‘ cepted. The Couritil has requnde satisfactorily to the Com--  continued for a period of two years. Continuation of recognmon
o . ‘missioner of Educations ietter of / prik 24, 1975. During its . beyond two years will depend, among other factors, upon the
° : ‘ meeting, the Advisory Committee heerd anoral presentationby  results of the six-year experiment and study of this level of ac-* ~
N represenzatlves of the Council. X . creditation scheduled to be completed by ECPD, and upon thé '
, T " capability of ECPD to resolve, within its own structlre, issues of ’ :
O 2. December 8-10, 1976: Request f postpaneMent of review cohflict among its Participating Bodlesand their mernbers, Dur- ‘ )
‘ ) *.of petition -for renewal of recognmg from March 1977 to , ing its méeting, the, Advisory Committee reviewed additional - *
. March.1978. The request is denied. The Coungil requested the’  writteri.material submitted by the Council;. .by Brino A. Boley,
. g * + postponement because of preparauons to expand its scope of * Dean of Technical Institute of Northwestern University, and .
- L accredmng activities. The Council indicdted that it would seek Secretary to the ‘Engmeeru’\g Deans of the “Big Ten” Uni- e
w .o . recognitien for this expanded scope, but that it would take ap- " versities; and by Daniel C. Drucker, Dean of Engineeting, ]
. : . proximately one year to prepare standarésand procedures, and University of lllinois, and Chairman of the Enginegring -
N - . to submit a petition for recognition. In rejectlng the Council’s College Council,’ Amencan Somety for Engineering Educa- .
R e . erequest, the Committee takes.the same position which it took  * tion. Dean Boley and Qean Drucker both opposed’ ECPD s .
. . == L, _ indenying the request of the AmericaniLjbrary Association__ accreditation-of -advanced_level -engineering programs. The ~ *
. o (Rlease 'see aboye).{No action wadvequired by. the Gommis< *  Advisory Committee also heard ordl presentations by the ‘
. . + sioner; subsequently, DEAE, for admlnlSttatlve réasons; re*  -Countil and by Dean Boley and Dean Drucker. Dean ltving: |
. £ scheduled the COUnCI' s review for June: 197? ) ° abstalned from discassion and votlng on this petltlon BT
v Cou" cil on Social Work EducatlonLComimss:on on Accredl- Foundatlon for ! interior Deglgn Educatlon Research Com- .
S . i tation < . RE “\:“ mmee on Accrednatlon " . '
. P - e . ’ )
.. ,.Jyne -16 18, 1976: Petlt[on for renewal of re ognltlon for . March 23:26, 1976: Pet/tlon for initial recognmonfor accredi- ,_?,‘{' L
T accredltatlon, and for the.award of the preaccredltatlon _ tation of professzonaf and techmqalmterlor des:gn prog‘rams ’
¢ . e ) ' M 1
. \.l. ‘: — ‘. - ‘ . ‘. \: &\a 3 10 . “ . N ' ) .
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Recognition is granted for a period of two years The Commit-

‘tee on Accreditation has demonstrated comphance with the

Criteria for Recognition. The two year period of recognition will
enable the Advisory Committee to evaluate FIDER's full imple-
mentation of its evaluative procedures after a two-year period.
During its meeting, the Advisory Committee héard an oral pres-
entation by representatives of the Committee on Accreditation.

National Association of Schools and Colleges,

December 8-10, 1976: Petition for initial recognition for ac-
créeditation of programs, schools and colleges in the area of non-
traditional or alternative education. Recognition is denied. The
Association has failed to demonstrate satisfactory compliance
with a substantial number of the Criteria for Recognition. These
arer (a){(1){i) and (iif {scope of operations);-(a)(2)i), (ii) and (iv)
(organization); (a)(3)(i) (procedures);(b){1)(ii) (definition of pur-
pose); (b)(2)(i), (ii A-C), (iii) and (iv}{responsiveness to the pubiic);
(b)3){(v) and (viii){A) (due procesg); (b}4) (ethical.practices); (b}5)
{program of evaluationy; (b){6) (output evaluatlon) {c)1), (2). (3)
and (4) (reliability); and (d)(1) (autonomy). The Committee and
the Commissioner further suggest that the Association canbest
achieve compliance through abasicchange in its evaludtive ap-
proach—namely, the evaluation of institutions on the basis of

“current programs, resources and objectives, rather than on

future promise. During its meeting, the Adyisory Comnittee

heard an oral presentatlon by.representatives of the»Assocna- )

tlon , .o . ! .. ‘-

-
& .

National Assoc:atlon of Schools of Art, Comm:ss:on on Ac-

creditation and Membership o -

March 23- 26 1976: Pet/tron tor renewal of recogn/t/on for ac-
c[ed/tatlon and for the award of the preaccreditation status of
Cand/dacy Status,” ofprofessrona/ art schools and programs

Recognition is;continued for'a penod of four years. The Com mis™

sion has demonstratedsatisfactory complnance,wnth theCriteria

Y -

by representatives of the Association..

4

*

for Recognition. At the end of one'year, the Commission will be

xpected to submit to the Advisory Committee a report onaction. ,
. taken, if any, regarding the mclhsmn of proprietary schools of
art in the universe of schools and programs which it accredsts,’

"and on the results of the Commission’s exploration into the de-
vejopment of a monitoring system which would ensure a review
of 'schools’ and programs at intervals more freguent than the

current ten-year cycle of reevaluations. During its meeting, the '

Committee heard an ora| presentation by representatlves of the
Commlssmn ;

Y

National Association of Schools of Music

June 16-18, 1976: Petition for extension of scope of recognj-
tion to include accreditation of non-degree’ grant/ng secondary
and postsecondary institutions offering music educat/on Ex-
tension of scope of recognition i$ granted untnISeptem ber1977,
when this activity ¢an be revnewed in conjunctlon With the re-

view of the Association’s other accredltmg activities® During .

its meetmg, the Advisory Committe€ heard an oral presentation

National Council for Accreditation of Teacher Educatiak .

3

March 23- 26 1976: Petition for renewal of recognft/on for ac-"

creditation of baccalaureate and graduate\degree programs for
Jteacher education. Recognmon is continued for a period of
three years. The Council has demonstrated satisfactory com-

- pliance with most of the Criteria for Recognition. At the end of

one year, the Council will be expected to submit to the Advisory

Committee a report demonstrating progress toward satisfactory

‘compliance with the following criteria: (b}2)(i) (public repre-
sentatives); (b)(2)(|v) (complamt review procedures), particu-
larly, implementation of*Such procedures; and.(b)(9) (regular
reevaluations). During its meeting, the Committee heard an oraI
presentation by representatives of the Council. v ¥

- N .
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* mation regarding the number of persons participating in home
study education andthe |mpact of home study educatlon upon

b

K ] ST . :
National Home Study Council Accrediting Commission

1. March 23-26, 1976: Petmon fog renewal of recognition for

accredltat/on of private home study schools. Recognition is pon- ' ‘
tinued for a period.of three years. The Accrcdltlng Commlsston~
- hasdemonstrated satisfactory compliance with most of the Cri-

teria for Recognition, However, the Committee remains con-

cerned about the CommisSion‘s compliance with several of the

criteria. Th refors, at the March 1977, meetlng,the Commission

will be expeeted to submit to the Committee a report concerning-

further._progress in: (1)developing a revised’ Guide to Self-

Evaluation (criterion (a)(3)iii}—self-analysis); (2) providing addi-*

t|onat§|nformatlon about the relationship of output evaluation

to" determlnatlons of accredited status (criterion (bY6)—outpute - foIIowmg
evaluatron) and’(3) attention to the matters of school sales per- -

sonnel and evaluation of outputs. The Commission‘also is re-
quested to givemaximum “attention to éthicalpractices in home
study- education, and to include in its March 1977 report infor-

|ts participants: . :

PR

2. March 23-26; 1976 Petlt/onfarextensmn ofscope ofrecog
nition to /nclude acqredltat/on of ‘non-private home' study

schools: Extenswn of scope of recogn|t|on is granted The-,

Accrediting Comm{lssmn has demonstrated that its accredit-
ing activitie$ in this area are conducted in compliance with

. the Criteria for Recognition. The. Commission’s scope. of |
recognmon now is defined as accredrtatydn of home study

schools..'

”

.,-‘-r-

o continued recognition ofth

o™

reaccreduatlon categones utilized
‘ by each of the four Commns ions of the Association. Several
questlons are rajsed re'gz-irdmg the Association’ s, of its Com-

"missions’,”compliance with the Criteria for Recognltlon Be-

;:’ause it is apparent that certain of these questlons resulted

rom mlsunderstandlngs concermng interpretation of the Cri- '
_ - teria, tHe DEAE staff-is directed to review these questions with

..offlclals of the Associatiori and to provide a report to the Com- .

mittee Ao later than the December 1976 Advisory Commit- -

tee meeting. Issues which should be explored relate to the
(1) for the Association as a: whole—criteria
(b)(2)(n)(D) (names=of personoell and (b)(5) (validity of’

standards); (2) for the Commrssmn on Institutions of: Hrgher
Education—criterion (b)(:10) (written statements reqgiring

institutions to specify the levels fotzwhich - they have been:

accredited); (3) for the Commrssnon on Public Schools—

criteria - (b) (2){iii)- (notice of standards revision) and (c}(4)-

{reflects community .of interests); and, (4) for the Commls-
sion .on Vocational, Technical,: Career Instltutlons—~cr|ter1a
“(b){{2}(iii) (notice of standards revision), (b}(7) (éncouragés

innovation), (b)(10) (accurate reference) and (c)(4) (re’flecto*f;'

communltyof |nterests) T,

s;&:, .

7y

The Assoclatlon is commerfded~for ite-pioneering efforts in the
contlnumg evoldtion ‘of the accrediting process. Because of
- &taffing'and scheduling problems the Djvision of Eligibility and

Agency Evaluation delayed its report until the June 15 17,

During this " meetlng, the Advrsory Commrttee heard -an oral_ "%77 AdV'SO"Y Commlttee meetmg

presentation by representatlves ofthe Accred|t|ng Commission.

¢
r New Englana Assoclatlon of Schools Qnd Colleges —

June. 16 18 1976: Petition for recognition “as- & natlona#y» -
reconged accrediting assoclat/on for mst/tut’ma?'accred/ta- N

’w, '*? e

~

Preaccredltatlon categones for whrch recognition is contmued'

are:

N .. « <

» . . s

.f’ *}
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Commission on Institutions of Higher.Education: Candidate for,

- Accreditation ’ s .

-

. ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

-

. L

l

Commrssron on Public Schools Recognition of and/dacy for; -

Accreditation

Commission on Vocatlo-nal‘TechnlcaI queer\ Ins?qsf
Cand/date for Accred/tat/on Cand/dacy for Accreditati

-

Dunng its meeting, the Advrsory Commrt‘lee heard \an -oral
presentation by representatlves of thre Assocratlon Except to

.2 answer other Committee members’ questlon@Mr Wilkie, who

was Pesident of the Association when it as reorg niZed,
abstained from discussion and voting on 'this petitjon.

Naw York State Boérd of Regents -

’ September 21-24, 1976: Interim report. The report is aocepted.

*The Board of Regents- hae responded satisfactorily to the

. RO PR B -
e
2. September 21- 24 1976: Pet/t;o)r for e;rensmn of scope of
recognition to include institutional accreditation of optional and ™
special function (secondary level): schools, and elementary
schools, and for preaccreditation as “Candidacy.” Extension of ,
scope of ‘recognition to include accreditation of elementary
schools, and for the award of the preacgreditation status of
Cindrdacy, 1§ granted for a period of four years. The Com-

mission is requedled to address the same concern with respect »

" to this activity which* was raised _durlng the review of its

, activities within its present scope of recognition (please see

above). The Commissioner of Education considers the Commis-

. . sion’s 'presenthcope of recognition to include the accreditation

Comnsissioner of Education’s letter of April 24, 1975. Durihgits -

meeting, the Advrsory Committee heard an oral presentation by
re resent ves of the, Board. '

p ati ’7 ‘of ; ar ﬁ . o
North—C,entral Association of Colleges and Schools, Com-
mission on Schools

L .
- 1. September 21 -24, 1976: Petition for renewal of recognitioﬁ '

for institutional accreditation of secondary schools in Arizona.
Arkansas, Colorado, lllinois, Indiana, fowa, Kansas Michigan,
Minnesota, Mlssour/ Nebraska, New Mexico, North Dakota,

Ohio, o) lahoma, South Dakota, West Virginia, Wisconsin and’

Wyorming. Recognition is continued fora period of four years. At
the end of two years, the Commissionwill be expected to Submit

. . 1o, the Advisory Committee a report on action it has, takerf to

address the Committee’s concern for the Commrssron s lack of
*ull complrance with criterion (c)(4) (reflects communrty of
mtert-:sts) of the Criteria for Recognltlon Regarding this issue,
the Commission appears 1o be excludingsecondary and ele-

mentary school faculty members (as opposed to adminjstrators)

- from membership on its policy and decision- makmg bodies.
- R . /

“of secondary dptional and special function schools. '
“~ .

-

During this®megtifig, the-Advisory Committee reviewed addi-

. tional writtén material submitted by the Commission, and heard
an oral presentation by representatives of the Commrssron Dr.
Simpson abstained from voting on bgth petitions, due to a
possrble appearance of conflict of mterest .

r
-

Northwest Association of Schools and Colleges, Commis-
sion on Colleges

-~

- .

ﬂ
r

December 8-10, 1,976 Petition for renewal of recognition for
institutional. accreditation and preaccred/tat/on as ”Cand/date
for Accreditation” in Alaska, Idaho, Montana, Nevada, Oregon, .

Utah and Washington: R%ognrtron is continued fora period of » ,

four years. The Commission has demonstrated satisfactory
compliance with maost of the Criteria for Recognition. Regarding
those criteria where concerns have been raised, the Advisory
. Committee’ mdrcates satisfaction with the assdrances given by
the Commission’s representatrves during their oral presenta-
tion on December 9. Rather than limit the Commission's term of
recognition, therefore, the Commrssroner requests,thata report
be submrttedto the Advisory Committee at the end of two years
demonstratlng that the Commission’s assurances regarding the
following oriteria have been implemented: (a}2)iv) (qualified

-
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a

from discusSion and veting on thls petition.

personnel) (a)(3)(|)(defrmtlons/propédures) (bX2Xi) (public rep-
peals rules) and bxs)(valldltyofstandards) Dr. Mlllerabstalned

resentatives), (b)}(2)(ii)}(D) (names of personnel), (b{3)viii) (ap-

on Ogcupational Education Instltutlons

Southern Association of Colleges and Schools, Commission

——
’

~

o

Y
¥

5 s M
Western Association of Schools and Colleges; Accred .
Commlssron for Community and Junior Qolleges Lok ) ,
. “Z k]
Sep’(e/rgber 21-24, 1976: Petmon for renewal, ofrecognmonfor B
- lnstltutlonal accreditation, and preaccredltatlon as ”Candldate ¢ -
, " for Accredltatlon, of community and junior colleges. in Cali- .
i t /' fornia, Hawaii, the Territory of Ggam and such other areas in the
1. December 8-10, 1976: Petition for renewal of repognmon ~Pacific Trust Territories as may-apply to it for'service. Recog-
for accreditation and for preaccretlitation’ as “'Candidate for nition is continued for a period of four years. The Commission is
Accreditation” of postsecondary non-collegiate, ,/,o,, degree requested to review its compliance with criterion (b)(s)(valldlty
granting institutions of occupational education in Alabama; of standards) of the Criteria for Recdgnition, and to consider the
Florida, Georgia, Ken.tucky, Louisiana, Mlswss:ppl North Car- " formalization of procedures to assess the vahdlty and reliability
olina, South Carolina, ’Tenngssee, Texas and Virginia. Regognl- of its educational standards. During its meeting, the Committee ~
tion is continued for a period of four years. The Confmission has . heard an oral presentation by r’epresentatlves ofthe Accredltmg -
) + » demonstrated satisfactory comphance with the. Criteria. for Commrssuon .
Recogmtron At the end of one year, the ngmmrssnon will be T )
. expected to submit to"the Advisory Commlttee?e -report on the ’
et dqvelopment of a cooperative program with other commissions
coeL L n of the Sotithern Association to deal with, shared-time area i
Rl vocational centers, whlch presently do not have access to
— accreditation. d
2. December 8-10, 1976 gPetmon for exteqsmn of scope of
- - * recognlt/on to include the accreditation of proprietary institu-
) tions. Extensiomn of scope of recognltron is granted for aperiod of
. . four years, While the Commrssnon isin satlsfactory'compllance
RN with the Criteria for ‘Recognition, the Advisory Committee has
N k4 [}
. -accregiting agencres operating mt
tion. The Commission, therefore,:
) .;L. »
' R
y % R,

expressed concern _about the lmpactwf this activity upon other

fieldof} proprietary educa-

be expected, atthe end of

- During this - meetlng, “the Advnsory Commxttee heard-an oral
R

ﬁo'
LY Ot

one year, to submit to the_Advisory Commlttee a report on

actrve in‘the proprxetary vocational educatmn field.

LY

Western Association of Schools and Colleges, Accrediting
. .Commission for Semor Colleges and Unlversltles
. implementation of liaison with accredrtlng agencies -already,

presentation by representatrves of the Commlssmn

-
L]

Y

[

.

Sé’ptember 21 -24, 1976 Petman for renewal ofrecognmon-for
institutional accreditation, and preaccredltatlon as “Candidate

for Accredltatlon of senior colleges and uryversmes in Cali-
fornia, Hawasi, the Terntory of Guamand such dther areas of the

* Pacific Trust Territories as may apply to it for service. Recogni-
tion is continued for a period-of four years The Commijssionis

[

A7

&

requested during its next review for renewal of recognition, to

address the issue of its minimal compllanc'e with criterion (cX4)
* (reflects community of interests) of the Crite‘ria,for Recognition'
Regardlng this criterion, the imbaiance between faculty and
administration’ membershlp on the Commrssron appears to be,
|nconsrstent .with the Commjission‘s -own pollcy statement
Accredrtmg Commrss;on )

2 '

"tegarding its composutlon During |tstmeet|ng, the -Advisory

Committee heard an oral presentatron by representatives of the

ALY




-, B State Agencles Recogmzed for the Approval of Public
Postsecondary Vocational Education - )

AN

. Arkansas'State Boar’d for Vgcational Education

December 8 10,. 1976 Interim Report. The report is accepted

- . The Board has responded satlsfactonly to previous concerns.
’ During its meeting, the Committee reviewed additional written

material submltted by’'the Board‘ and heard an oral presentation

by representatives of the Board. -

“Florida State Board 6f Education
March 23- 26, 1976: Withdrawal from Commissioner’s.List of

*  Recognized State Aagencles In 1975, the Board notified'the

P A Committee and the Commissioner of itg intention not to apply
-for renewed recognition when its term expired i in March 1976.

The Board, therefore, is removed from the Ilst No actron ‘was,

N requnred by the Commrttee T . =
% ": "W ° - : LN ’
- ®, 4 . - - . '
N L]

A
Indlana State Board .of Vocattonal and Technrcal Educatuon'

L3 . P

J Septémber.21-24, 1976: Pet/tlon for reneWaI of recognmon

e Recogﬁttlon is,continued for a period of two'years. Atthe end ofone

. year, the Board will be expected to submit to the Advisory Com-
- . mMittee a report demonstratlng progress -toward establishing -

o 'sattsfactory compliance with the foltowing Criteria for Recogni-

o tion® (b)(1 Niv) (output assessment); (b)(1)(vu) (review”, of stand-
. ards), specifically, review. of standards, policies and procedures
which provnde comprehensivé institutional coverage necessary

o~

7 {orinstitutional evaluatrg& {bX 1Xix) (rewew of complaints); and
t(c)(t) (statement of ethical practices) and (u)(rewew procedures),

. spectfk:ally, the establishment of written procedures for these

L crttena During its meeting, the Committee heard ‘an’ oral
presentatxon by representatrves of the Board. =

13

- lowa State Boan;d of Public Instruction -
¥

*Vocatlonal Educatlon—crlterlona»(b)(1)(r) (advrsory body); and

3 -
~ 'y

‘March 23-26, 1,976 Petition forrenewalofrecognlt/on Rec
nition is contjfued for a period.of Jour yea;s The Boar
demonstratedt satisfactory compllance with the Cri
Recbgnition. .Shortly after July 1, 1976, the Board is
submit te-the_Advisory Commlttee a report demonstratifg
sattsfactory rmplementatron of lts~newly adopted institutighal'
self-assessment procedures. -(Subsequently, the Divisioh of
Ellgrblllty and Agency Evaluation postponed review of the report
until June 1977. The postponement was the result of schédul--
ing difficulties.) ! -

.

Kansas State Board of 'Education
June 16 18, 1976: 7nter1m report The report is accepted The
Board has responded satlsfactorrly to previous concerns Lo

x5

v‘w

atlantucky State Board of Educatlon . *

' September 21 24 1976 Pet/tlon for renewal of recognmon

Recognition is continued for a period of three yedrs. At the end

“of one year, the Board wilf be expected to submitto the Advisory.

Committee a -report addressing the following concerns: the

. breadth of compesition of membershrp on visiting evaluation . - ,

teams—criterion (a){3)(ii}{(B) (ons:te examinations and report) of
the Criteria for Recognltlon, progress toward inclusion of
student representativas- on the State Advisory -Council on

gvilience that the Board promiotes a;well-defined set of ethical -
'standards governing- transcrrpts—crlterron (c){i} (statement of

ethical .practices). In addressmg the issue of*composrtlon of
membershlp on site visit “teams,; the Board is expected to

explore the feasibility of including employers and representa- A
tives of industry. During its meeting, the Committee heard .
an oral ] presentatlon by representatlves of the Board '

Xy
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Mi'nnesota State Board for Vqgcational-Technioal Education
) .

March 23-26,-1976: Petition for renewal of recognition. Recog-
nition is continued for a period of three years. The Board has
demonstrated satisfactory complrance with most of the Criteria

for Redognition. At the end of one year, the Boardis expected to

submiit to the Advisory Committee a report deménstrating how it
plans "to' implement procedures for a comprehensrve ‘self-
evaluation (criterion (a)3)ii){A}—qualitative asSessment); and
demonstrating how' it compiles a composite report of finding of
thg on-sité’ review team (criterion (b){2)ii}—written report
furnished). Durjng its. meé€ting, the Committee heard an oral
presentation by representativesigf‘the Board.

¢

Missouri State Board of Education N

et

‘a

March 23- 26 1976 Petmon forrenewa/of recognmon Recog-

nition |s,\cont|nued fora peggnd of three years. The Board has

demonstrated satisfactory"‘co‘mpliance with the Criteria for _

Recognition. The limitation on the period of recognition to three
years is designed to place the Board in the regular cycle of

review for State Agencies recogmzed for the approval of public»_ ‘
postsecondary vocational education. During its meeting, he

Advisory Committee heard an oral presentatron by representa-
tives of the Board

: ' a;' .
New Jersey State Board of Education

e ’
-~

June 16-18, 1«976 Petition for initial recognition. Qecogmtlon
is granted for aperlodof twoyears. The Board has demonstrated
potential co mplrance with the Criteria for Recognition, but parts

- of its program have not yet been implemented. At the end of the

two-year period, a review of the m%’i‘émented accredrtatron
program will be conducted. During its meeting, the Committee
reviewed additional written material subm;tted by the Board,
and heard an oral presentation by representatives of the Board.

' . . g

«

New York State Board of Regents

@

"December 8-10, 1976: Petition for renewal of recognition..

Recognition is contiriued for a period of four years. The Board'of
Regents has demonstrated satisfactory compliance with the

. Criteria for Recognition. During its meeting, the Committee

reviewed additionalswritten material submitted by the Board,

_ and heard an oral presentatron by representatlves of the Board.

o

Oklahoma State Board of Vocatronal and Techmcal Educa-

tion

[y

Cw

June 1, 1976: Commissioner’s action regardmg petition for
initia recognmon for approva/ of postsecondary vocatjonal
education programs and-courses offered at area vocational
technital schools which are not offered for cotlege credit.

Recognltron is granted for-a period -of one year. During its
September 16-19, 1975, meeting, the Advisory Committee~
recommended that.initial recognition be granted for a period of
four years, contmgent upon a favorable ruling by the Oklahoma

State Supreme Court regarding the Board's legatl authority to

conduct approval activities. On November 12, 1975, the Com-

misSionear of Education, in approvrng the Commrttees dother”

recommendations from tharmeetrng elected to deJay action on
this recommendation until he was notified of the Court’sruling.___.
On May 4, 1976, the Court resolved a jurrsdrctlonaTd|Spute

_between the Board and the Oklahoma Staté Regents for Higher

5

- Education’ by ruling that the Board: is legally authorized*to .

appreve those programs and courses. descrlbed above in italics.

OnJune 1, 1976, the Commrssroner responded to this ruling by
granting recogmtlon to thé Board for approval ofprograms and
courses within the scope defined’ by the Oklahoma "State
Supreme Court. The limitation to one year of{ecognltlon rather
than a full four yeats as recominended by the Advrsory Commit- .
tee, was based upon the Comnfissioner’s determination that

2

many of, the Board’s policies, and procedures aret still in the' .

‘ developmental stage, and that their. implementation should be

reviewed before a full term of recognition can be caonsidered.
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Oklahoma State Regents jor Ht§her Education

September 21-24, 1976: Pet/tlon for initial recognition for
) approval of vocational education programs for which credit’
earned is appliad toward a degree, diploma, or other post-
. secpndary academic or collegiate award, or which are given at
State Institutions comprising thenoklahorzga State System of
; H/gher Educat/on. Recognltlon is granted for a period of one
year. The action is based upon the Regents’ demonstratlon of
: satlsfactory or potential compliance with the Criteria for Recog-
nition. Should,the Regents present a petition forerenewal of
recognition-at the end of one year, they will be expectedto direct
. attention to areas of the Criteria with which satlsfactory
. compliance has not been demoristrated, or for which insuf-
. ficipqt mformatnon was provided for a completg evaluation.
Thtfs‘;’Znterla are: (a)({1)(iii) (differentiation procedures) (bX2Xi)
(on-sitg visit discussions); (b}2)vi) (continues approval status),
- specifically,’ demonstratlon that the Regents procedures pro-
e+ vide for continudtion of épproval'of status pending the disposi-
tion of an abpeal and (b{2)vii) (report of appeal body) specif- *
ically, demonstration that the Regents’ procedures provide for a
s written decision of the appeal' body. The definition of the
, Regentsy scope of approval activities is based upon an Okia-
homa State Supreme Court ruling resol\/mg a jurlsdlctlonal
dispute between the Regents and the Oklahoma State Board of
Vocatidnal and Technical Educatlon The Commlssloner of ,
Edbcatlon currently’ recognizes the State Board for- approval of -
“postsecondary vocational edudation programs and courses
.offered at area vocational technical schools which are not *
+ offered for college credlt Dr. Simpsén abstained from voting on
" this petition, due to a potentlal confllct of interest.
South Dakota State Board of Vocational- Techmcal Educa
- tion

March 23-26, 1976: Interim report The report is accepted as
‘ submitted. The report does not indicate/continued progress
tpward satlsfactory lmplementatlon of {the Board's approval

.
. ? ’

. . factory Assurance that an Institution Will Meet Accrediting

. .
- N ' . ’

procedures. Therefore, 'sh‘f)ul,d the Board submit a petition for
renewal of recognition in March 1977, it is requested to give
special attention to the inclusion of’a further analysis and
explanation of the |mplementatlon of its new evaluation pro- . e
cedures. (The Board subsequently notified the Division of '

Eligibility and Agency Evaluation that it does not intend toapply :
for continued recogn|t|6n in March 1977y . .

.
A . ~

Utah State Board for Vocatrona! Education " -,

v ¢ EERRY

June 16-18, 1976: Petition for initial recognition*Recognition
is granted for a period oftwo years. At the end of one year, the
' Board will be expected to demonstrate progress-toward satis-
factory compliance with criteria (a)(3)(u)(A) (qualltatlve assess-
ment), (b}{1)(ii) (advisory body), (b)}¢1){vii) (lmpartlallty) (b)(1)(|x)
“{review of complaints) and (c)(1). (statement of ethical
practices), of the Criteria for Recogmtlon and.to demon-
strate satisfactory lmplementat:on ‘of its approval pIan
During fts meeting, the Committee heard an oral presenta‘
tion by representatives of‘he Board. .

€. State "Agencies Recogmzed for the Approval of Nurse ?f‘x
Educatron . '

. -~

Mgntana State Board of Nursing e

., ¢ . .
December 8-10, 1976: Interim report®The réport is accepted.
The Board has responUed satisfactorily to revrous concerns. *
During its’ meeting, the Advisory Committeé heard a presenta- -
tion by representatives of the Board. o .

D. Request for the Award of Eligibility Status for Federal
Funding Programs Based upon a Determination of Satis-

Standards wrthm a Reasonable Period of Time, Pursuant to
- the Higher Education Act of 1965 as Amended, Section
1201(a)(5)(A)

" ..




' WaycrossJumor College, Waycross, Georgna

June 16;18, 1976 Eligibility status for Federal funding pro--
e GEAMS. lS awarded based uport the College’s demonstration of
satisfactory assurance fha; it'will meet the accrediting standards
of the CommisSion on-Colleges, Southerthssomatlon of Col-
leges and Schools, within a reasonable perlod of time. )

- E. Reqtliest for a Determination of Reasonable Assurance -
» that an Institution Will Meet Qccredmng Standards withip a_
Stated Period of Time, Putsuant to the Public Health Service
"Act(42usc 20%) ) ST

v
z

' .School of Osteopathic Medicine, College of Medncme and
N Dentistry of New Jersey, Newark New Jersey.

June 16-18, 1976 TheSurgeon Generalofthe United States is
notified that the School of Osteopathi¢ Medicine will meet the
accredmng standards of the nationally recognized accrediting

' assoclatuon for osteopathic medicine within the tuﬁ{";:enod
wspecified by Section 775(b)(1 XA) of lthct This determination
is based upon consultation with representatives of the Amen-

«can Ostéopathic Association and an evaluation visit to the
school. Because of a funding deadljne, the Commigsioner of
Educat|0n ‘acted favorably upon this Committee recommen-
+‘dation on June 25, 1976. )

- F Requbst by the Department. of Defense for a Recom- _
mendation Concerning the Award of Degree Granting Status
to th&Commumty College of the Alr Force:

v
-~

December 8-10, 1976: Pursuant to the December 23, 1954,
Federal Policy Governing the Granting of Academic Degrees by -
Federal Agencies and Institutions, and_to curtent authorizing
Ieglsla"tuon (subsection (c) of 10 U.S.C. 9315), the Commis-

. sioner informs ‘the Secretary of Health, Education, and

Welfare that the Commumty College of the Air Force has
met the .criteria for the award of the Associate in Applied
Sciences Degree. This“determination is based upon the

. recommendation ‘of the U.S. Office of Education Site

eview Team which visited thé College. The Commissioner
further designates, pursuant to the 1954 Policy, the-Commis-
sian on Colleges of the Southern Association of ‘Colleges and
Schoels as the appropriate nationally recognlzed accrediting
agency to which the College should apply for acgreditation.
During its meeting, the Adwsory Committee reviewed
material- submitted by the College, the Report of, the Site
Review,Team, and written ‘statements by Roger W. Heyns,
President of the American .Council on Education, and
Kenneth E. Young, President of the ‘Council on Postsecond-
ary Accreditation. Dr.-Heyns and Dr, Y0ung both suggested
that the award of degree granting status be delayed in order
to permit further exploratlon of the possibility of providing, -
from the private secto aII of the opportunities for expedi-

,‘tIOUS cm'npletlon of associate degree programs needed by Air

Farce personnel The Committee.heard ‘oral presentations by °
Dr. Young,_’by _Qr/,l:leyns by representatives of the Commu: -
nity College of'the Air Force, by .representatwes -of. the .
USOE Site Review Team and by David Taylor: Assistant
Secretary of Defense for Manpower and Reserve Affairs.,
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During 1976, the AdVisory Committee on Accreditation and
Institutional Eligibility.reviewed a number of policy issues but,

‘onthe whole, devoted less time to policy than in previousyears. °

The Committee made no formal recommendations requiring
action by the Commissioner of Educatior, although it identfied
a number of areas needing study and clarificatiop. Because of
budgetary restrictions and staffing problems, the Comm’ﬁt_'ee
was unable to conduct its usual policy meeting in 1976. The °
Committee’s unavoidable priority for completing action on the
review of petitions by accrediting and State approval agencies
restricted the amount of time avallable for the review of policy.
At the’same time, the petition revrews, as usual, revealed areas
where further review of polrcy would contributeto improved
consrstency in Committee aCtlona, and would enhance the
Commlttee members grasp of complex-accreditation zmd eligi-
brhty |ssues
For example in December; Committee.members identified a
need for developing a consistent policy regardlng the granting
of fengthy postponements’ of petition reviews, Durmg each of

LIS
s . -

., their first threé|meetings, they cited a need for clarification of &2
.the Offrce of Efiucation’s interpretation of the “public repre-

sentative’’ de#fhition in the Criteria for Recdgnition. Inthe Juné
and September meetings, Committee members expressed con-
cern -about* the practice among some accredltlng agencies of
including associafion membership requirements as conditions
for membership on the facultles of accredited schools..In
addition to issues arising out of the review of petitions, other
developments, such as the Department of Health,- ducation,
and Welfare’ S statutory mandate to produce regul tloq_ugov-
erning all activities which affect t.he administratfon of

“‘programs; are expected to requrre review by the Advisory
Commrttee .During its September meeting, ‘therefore, the Com-""

L - : ' PARTII , o .

L ,COMIVIITTEEACTIONSONPOL!CYISSUES oL . .

-

mittee proposed a special policy meeting for the spring of 1977
~in order to deal with the backlog of policy matters and to help
familiarize new members with the issues which the Committee
faces. In jts Decenber meeting, the, Cofnmittee learned thatits
original proposal to include former Committee members in this
session might havego be tabled due to the expense involved, At
that meeting, the Committ scheduled its policy meeting for
Aprrl or May of 1977. - "o .

The Advisory Commlttee meetmgs in 1976 provided a forum for

- discussions with  non- Federal-groups ‘and individuals to a

-greater extent than in previous years. This was accomplished in
two ways =the, scheduling of specnal sesSions during regular s
Advisdry Committee ,business meetings, and. the increased

. propensity of thlrd-party groups and individuals to speak on
'behalf of, or in opposition to, petitions - pending before the
Committee. Third party presentations, such as thosé fegardmg
-the Community College of the Air Force, the Gouncil on Medical
Educatlon the Amerrcan Physical Therapy Association and the
American Bar Association, often tendegto strmulate discussion
‘of-issues beyond the range of their lmmedlatetmpact uponthe ~
petition under’ consrderatlon .

s

+
3

On March 23, the Committee, together With the Office ‘of

“ Educatlon sponsored a workshop which included representa-

tives from recognized accredrtlng and State approval agencies,
Federal and State goveriiment officials, noted ‘educators and
accreditors and interestéd members of the general publlc The
purpose of, the wdrkshop was to elicit comment from persons
outsrde the Federal government upon the followmg topics: -
“+1. Proposed legislative amendments relatlve to accredltatlon
and mstltutlonal eligibility; ) <

"

v i L
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. 2, Proposed‘revisions to the Criteria-forRecognitioaojN‘ational\ ’

.3
y -~

-

e g How-
.

-

Accrediting Agencies anrd State Agencies for the Approia,!pgg&

Public Postsecondary Vocatioral Education;

3. Policy considerations pertaining to the development of an
appellate procedure for hearings on adverse decisions re-
-garding recognition of accrediting and approval age‘n_ci'es;

4. Procedures for determination of saﬁsf_gctory assurance of’
reasonable progress toward accreditation; and

5. The Amgrican Institytes for Research Project on consumer
protectlon in postsecondary education.
&
The workshop developed no formal statements regarding these
issues. However John R, Proffltt, Director of the Division of
Eligibility.and Agency Evaluation, announced the establlshment

_ of a'Task Force on Futuristic USOE Criteria for ReCOthgon"’

Members of- the Task Force are:.Samuel P. Martin.D. -
(Chairperson), Executive Director of the Leonard Davis Institute
in Philadelphia; Dr-Richard J. Bradley, Executive Director of the
New England Association of Schools and Colleges; Dr. Frank G.

Dickey, Executive Vice Presudent of University"Associates, Inc.,
in Washlngton D.C.; Mrs. Carol R. Goldberg,Vlce Pre5|den1and

-~ General Manager of the Boston Supermatket Division of the

.

Stop and Shop C’ompames, Dr. Thutston'E:Manning, Director of
the Commission on Instltutlons of Higher Education, Nort
Central Association-of Colleges and Schools; Dr. Richard M
Millard, D:rectorof Higher Education Services, Education Com- -
missjon of the States; and C. H. William Ruhg, M.D., Seior Vice
President for Scientific Affairs of the A‘h’)erlcan ‘Medical Asso-
iation. . < . .

_Following the March 23 workshOp, the Commlttee appomted a
subcommlttee to study.the proposed Ieglslatlon and to develop
Ianguage for consideration as an Advusory Commlttee resolu-

tion. Members of the subcom;nlttee were the Honorable Lillian

W. Burke (Chairperson), Dr. DonaldR. McKlnleyand Ms. Vicki

Sheli. Dr. John E. Barrows, Director of Institutiona! Studies at .
the University of Kentucky, served as consultant to the sub-
committee, and Mr. Ronald S. Pugsley, Acting Chief of the .
Accredmng Agency Evaluatlon Branch ofCEAE proi/ided the
,staff support. Upon recommengdation of thg subcommittee, the *©
full Commrittee, on March 26, unanlmouslyadoptedaresolutlon . '
supporting the eligibility provisiops of Admlmstratlon bill H.R. '
11939 . }7
During |ts September meeting, the Advisory Commlttee met
informally on the  evening of September 22 with representatives
of the.Council on Postsecondary Accreditation (COPA). The
meeting was a culmination -of efforts by,the twa bodies to
consult together on issues of mutual concern, and contributed
- greatly to areduction of the tension which,had characterized the
current relationship. Representing COPA were Dr. Dana B. .
Hamel, Chancellor of the Virginia Communlty Collegé Syst:/r_n\——/
and Chairman of the COPA Board;,Dr. Lioyd H. Elliott, Presidént
. of The George Washington University and member of the )
7 Executive Commlttee and formgr Chairman of the COPA Board; N
and Dr. Kenneth E. Young, President of COPK:=Partigipants
- generally expréssed thewish that thlstyBe of informal meeting =
be. encouraged, and Dr. Hagpel issued an open invitation to *
Chairperson Anne Pascasio to attend all COPA meetings, or to
send<a representative for the:Advisory Committee, and Dr.
. Pascasio reciprocated the invitation.

ﬁ“»\.

The Committee’s September meetmg also included several
sessions designed to give the members a stronger background
for the conduct of Committee business. On Septembef 21,
DEAE conducted an orientation for newly appointed members to
-the Committee. In addition to ‘the_new members, t esessrorr
"was”attendéd by the Committee’s new Chalrperson Anne ", |
Pascasio, "and the Committee’s new subcommittee Chairper-
sons, Dr. Donald R. McKinley and Mrs. Emiko -l. Kudo. On o
September 23, the Committee viewed an audio-visual presenta-
tion by Mr. John Kemp, lllinois- State Chairpetson’ of the.

" Commission on Schools of the North Central Assocnauon of

«
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Colleges and Schools. The presentation descrlbed the Commls-

sion’s trajning program for visitation teams. Oh September 24,
the Committee was briefed on the problems and functions of
those units in the Division of Eligibility and Agengy Evaluatron
which are responsrble for determlnlngmstltutlo nal eligibility for
participation in Federal funding programs. For this session, the
Committee heard from Dr. Leslie W. Ross, Acting Chief of the
Institutional Eligibility Branch: Mrs. Ruth W. Crowley, Chief of
the Occupational School Eligibility Section; and Mr. Joseph M.
Hardman Chief of the College Eligibility Sectlon. >

In" 1975, a Policy Rewiew Subcommxttee was established .to

" make recommendations regarding the future role, drganizatior
and procedures of the Advisory Corhmittee. Members of the

subcommlttee were-Mr. Valleau Wilkie, Jr., Chairperson, Dean

,John F. X Irving, Dr. Anne Pascasio and James P. Steele, M.D.
During its March meetlng the Commlttee reviewed the Sub-

committee’s preliminary report. The report outlined a number of
recommendations regarding nomination arid appointment of
Advisory Gommittee members; gurdellnes for subcommittee
appointments and the use of consultants procedures for, the
conduct of Advrsory Committee meetings; and support for the
“triad” concept of the Federal government, State agencies, an
pnvate sector badies participating in the areas of evaluation,
gccreditation’ and eligibility. The Committee took no formal
action on the report but the Chairperson directed members to
provide addltlonal comments to DEAE. The report probably will
be reviewed agaln at the Commlttees spr|ng 1977 policy
meeting.

In June a.nd Septembery, the - Committee rev'iewed actions by

accrediting agencres relative to Western State Unrversrty Col-
lege of Law ofoOrangg_gounty, California. In 1975 the Commlt-
tee had played arole in the-efforts of Western Sta e Uniyersity to
secure évss to accreditation review. The Committee had
proposed ¥ policy eXpréssing the right of institutions to have
access to,acﬁcred‘itatiq’g. The. Committee had encouraged the

~

A .

-

’

- /—/ o od
American Bar Association, the Accrediting Commlssxon for
" Senior Colleges and Universities of the Western Association of
Schools and Colleges, and the Office of Education to explore all
possibilities regarding access to accreditation for Western State
University and similar schools. The Committee had suggested -

that'legislation might be needed to meetthesgligibility needs of

such schools. Eventually, the Accrediting Commission for
+ *Senior Colleges and Universities awarded the Unxversrty ac-
credited status. This action .brought ¢hallenges from the Ameri-

can Bar Association and the Association of American Law -

Schools. While the Committee took no formal action in either
meeting régarding this develdpment, it continued to review the

matter, and quéstioned.officials of the affected organizations -

during reviews of- their petitions. (During the discu§sion of this
issue in the March meeting, Dr” George L. Grassmuck, Chair-
person of the Committee until June-30, relinquished the Chair

-

in order to partlclpa‘e more fully in the discussion. Mr. Th6mas .
* C, Bdlton served as Chairperson for that sessron)

. . .

v

JIn June, the Committee unanimously\adopted'a resolution

congratulating retiring Commissioner of Education T. H. Bell on
his performance in office. The Comimittee alsocomm ended the
five retiring members (Mr. Thomas C. Bolton, Judge Lillian W¢

* Burke, Dr. Leadie M’ Clark, Dr. George L, Grassmuck and: Dr

Walter D. Talbot). The Committee conferred an honorary title of

“Senior Consultant on former members of the Commlttee and’
former Commlssloners of Education, and.directed them to be
placed on the DEAE mailing list in order to keep them informed -
about developments in.the fu’elds to which they had contributed
so much. - -

[ . : 2
.
.

" In September, the Commlttee recerved an opinion from the -

Departrrent’s Office of the General Counsel regardrng along-
standrng issue: whether the Federal Aviation Administration
could qualify for recognition as anationally-recognized accredit-

ing agency. It was General Counsel's 0p|mon that. the Offxce of *

ESRY . a~
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. - Education does not have the authority to recognize a Federal Finally, on May 6, the Secretary of Health, Education, and .
- agency as a nationally recognized accrediting agency. Also, in Welfare approved a new CTharter for the Committee and .
September, the Committee reviewed and discussed implica-, extended the existence of the Committee for two more years. - :
e* ' tions of the California State Legisldture’s proposal to terminate The neyw Charter contains no-substantive changes from the,.
) the accredmng activities in_California of the Western Assoc:a- 1974 Charter, but it does include the most current -cost
*
tion of Schools and Colleges No action ‘was rehuxred by the estimates and several stylistic chahges. The Charter is included
. Yy
-~ Committee. | in this report as Appendlx I
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T, - ‘ . . APPENDIX I

THE seanTA@OF HEALTH, EDUCAYON, AND WELFARE .

] ~- 1. - CHARTER. | R <
. : ‘Accreditatioﬁ and Institutional Eligibility Advisory Committee .
-4 . : . , s f . . o .
PURPOSE - 1 Rev:ew all current and future policies reIatlng fo ‘the re-
\ . ) » S sponsibility of the Commissioner for the?ecogn“tron and

" The Commissioner of Education_is requrred by fhn Veteran s

-

Readjustment Assjstance Act. of 1952 P.L 82-550) and sub-

sequent legislation to publish a list of nationally recogmzed.
accrediting: agencies or associations and fo determing institu-

tional eligibiljty for partrcrpatlon of ‘educational institutions in
Federal assistance programs based - on aceredltatlon be any
such agency or an equivalent” approval by a’ commlt,tee ap-
olnted by the Commis§ioner.- ‘Discharge. of these responslelL
ties necéssitates the advice and counsel of persons knowl’edge-
able in the field of institutional eligibility and accréditation.

. - L

-AUTHOR ITyY.

Te v [ »

*Public Law 82-550 and subsequent legislation, and Section - -
. 9(a)(2) of the FederaIAdvrSoryCemmltteeAct(P L.92- 463) This
Cormmittee is governed by provisions of Part B of the General .

Educatiop Provisions Act (P.L."91-230 as-amended; 20 U.S.C.

‘333 et seq.}and the Federal Advisory Committee Act (P#.92-

“e
S

3; 5 U.S.C. Appendix |) which set forth standa[ds -for the
formatlon and use-of advisory commlttees .

e\‘

FUNCTIONS S K

) - . b

The Commlttee shaII be advrsory to the Secretary of HeaIth R
aEducatoon and Welfare and’ to the Commissioner of Education

and shall perform specnflc"functlons as follows:” , . -

.
e . -

designation of aricredrtmg agencies and associations wish-
ing to be desrgnated as natronaIly\recognlzed accrediting’
agencies and' assocnatlons, and recommend desirable

changes in criteria and procedures; ° .
oo R . ".
2. Review all current and future policies relating t&-the re-
sponsibility of the Commlssloner for the recognition and

: -~ listing of State,a gencnes wishing to be “designated as relja-

. ble authority as to the quality of public postsecondary voca-
tional education, and of nurse education, and recommend
desirable changes in, crrterla ‘and procedures, .

-3 Revnew and advise the Commissioner of EdUCatlon in the
formatlen of all current and future pohcy relating to the’
matter of |nst|tut|onaI ellgrblhty, .

-
-

.

4. Re\'new the provisions of cu rrent Ie'ngIatlon affectlng Offlce

‘of Education re,SponSlbtllty in the agea of accreditation and

‘institutional -eligibility and suggest needed changes to the .=

Commlssroner of Educatlon,
: \.; g s =
5. Develop and recommend to.the Commr?ssroner of Educa-
tion criteria and procedures for the recognition and -
desug tion .of accrediting agencies and associations in
accordance with legislative provisions, Presidential dtrec—
trves or mteragency agreements; . .
‘g‘n’%‘ '

. .

¥
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. Review and recommend to the Commissioner, of ducation

. Maintain a continuous review of Office of Edugation admin-

. hd ~

~-— -~ -~ f "
~— ° L.

for designation as nationally recognlzed accre ting agen- -

~ cies and associations of reliable authorlty all applicant ac-’
_credrtrng agenciés and associations which meet ¢riteria
established under (5) above; . °

.
«
~ e

v

." Develop and récommendto the Commissioner of Education,

_criteria agd procedures for the recognition, designation and
listing of State agencies in accordance with statutory pro-
visions, Executive Orders,-or interagency agreements;

.

Review and recommend to the Commissjoner of Education
for designation as State agencies of reliable authority as
to the quality of public postsgcondary vocational education,
and of nurse educatior, all applicantState agencies which
meet criteria established under (7) dbove;

»

. Develop, under.the authorrty of the Vocational Educatron

<Act of 1963, as amended and recommend for the approval
of the Commissioner of Education, standards\and criteria
« for specific categories of private vocational training institu-
tions which have no alternative route by which to establish
* eligibility for Federal funding programs ) -

\ s

. Develop, under thQauthorlty of the Hrgher Education Act

of 1965, as amended, and recommend for thé approval of
the Commissioner of Education; standards and criteria for:
specrfrc categories pf institutions of h|gher education, “for
Whrch there is no recognized accrediting agency or associa~
tion, in order to establish eligibility for participation in the -
student loan programs authoriz&d_‘ by Title IV-B thereof;
istrative practice, procedures and judgments reIat|ng to ac-
creditation and institutional eligibility and advise the Com-

mrssroner of needed chang,es * . . v
. e ‘ .
£ ‘ . . -
s . ’ Y . ) N "
. s I

12. Keep within its purvrew the accreditation and approval
- process as it develops in all-levels of educatlon g

y) .

“1 3 Advise the Commissionér of Educatlon concernrng therela-. -

<tions of the Office with accrediting agencies or associa-
tions! or other approval bodies as the Commrssroner may
rfequest;

vise the’ Commissioper of Education, pursuant to the
Bureau of the Budget (Office of Management and Budget)
policy dated December 23, 1954, regarding the award of
degree grantmg statug to-FederaI agencres and institu-

tions; .« o ".

14.

foem 4

. Not later than. March 31 of each’ year make an annual re-
*  port of |ts activities, fidings and recommendaggns

L N
v [N

STRUCTURE = L

The Commrttee shaII consist of fifteen members, ~|nclud|ng the
Chalrperson who shall be invited by the "Secretary to serve

three-year termis subject to the continuation of the Committee. )
The Comniittee shall iriclude persons knowledgeable of sec-

ondary and postsecondary education,. representatives of the
student/youth population, of professional associations, of State
_Departments of Education and of the general public.
Management and staff services shaII be provrded by the
Director, Accreditation and Institutional Eligibility Staff, Bureau
of Postsecondary Education, who shalI serve.as OE Delegate to

the Commrttee R .

- . .

MEETLNGS ' . IR

The Committee shall meet ‘not Iess than twrce each year at the

. calI of the Chairperson wrth the advance approval of the

.
- . -

- ,.v“’\

. . - . .
. . . (I
. < ) B . P -
4 . S : > B
- - . " .
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Commissioner of EdJcation or his designee. The Commissioner
or his designee shall approve the agenda for each meeting.
Meetings shall be open to the public except as may be
determined otherwise by the Secretary; public notice s;tall be
made of all' committee meetings.

Meetlngs shall be conducted, and reports of proceedlngs
kept, as required by the Federal, Advisory Committee Act
(P.C. 92-463), by 20 USC- 1233e (Section ‘446(b) of the
General Educatibn Provisions Act (P.L. 91- 230)) and by
appllcable Department regulations. '

COMPENSATION - R

4 . ’ = - -~
Members of the Committee who are not full-time employees 6f
the Government shall bé entitled to recejive’compansation at a
rate of $100 per day plus per diem and ‘travel expenses in.
accordance with Federal Travel Regulations. -

-

ANNUAL COST ESTIMATES AN

- 8
"Estimated annual cost for operatlng the Committee, ingluding
compensation.and travel expenses, but excluding staff support

is $56,000. Estimate of annual person-years of staff sup'Bort
required is 3 at in annual cost of $565,000. . -
1
REPORTS woaw T e 4 Cte s e :
. N ! :

The Committee shall, not later than March 31 of each year,
make an annuaI reporttothe Congress whrch shall be submitted

}

~B

-, May 6, 1976

with ‘the Commrssnoners Annual Report The Committee’s

annual report shall also be transmitted tothe Secretarythrough

the Commissioner and the Assistant Secretary for Education.

. Copies of the Annual Report shall be sent to the Department

Committee Management Officer, the Office of Education Com-
mittee Management Officer and the Office of Education Com-
mittee Delegate, The Annual Report shall contin as a mini-
mum a list of . members and their business addresses, the
Committee’s functions, a list of dates and places of meetings,

) and a summary of -activities, findings and recpmmendatlons

durlng the wear: .

¥

DURATION,

®

The Accréditation and Institutional Eligibility Advisory Com-

. mittee will terminate two years from the date of this Charter

unless extension beyond that date is requested and approved bym
the Secretary. .

APPROVED:

Date
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* Notice—ofproposed rulemaking with
respect.to criteria and procedures for
recognition of Nationally Recognized Ac-
crediting Agencies and Associations as
reliable authorities concerning the qual-
ity of education or training offered by
educational institutions or programs was
published in the FEDERAL REGISTER «On

persons were given 30 days in which to
submit written comments, suggestions,

* The notice of proposed rulemaking also
indicated that'the effectiveness of these
criteria will be closely monitored d g
the first year of their implementation.,

Therealter; no later thar? June 1975, the =

Commissioner of Education intends
propose such further revisions of t
criteria as are appropriate in  light of thls
review and other ongoing studies and re-
ports de: with accredltation and in- .
stitutional eligibility. '

Notice of proposed rulemaking with
respect to criteria and procedures for
recognition of State Postsecondary .
Vocational Education Agencies for ac-
creditation of public postsecondary
vocational institutions or programs was
published in -the Freprrar RErdisTER on
Novembér 30, 1973 (38 FR 33089). Inter-
ested parties were given 30 days in wlilch
to, submit written comments, sugges-
tions, or objections regarding the pro~ .
posed rulemaking. No comments were re-
ceived .with respect to the criteria for
recognition of State posts
tional education agencies.’

A, Summiary of Commen
Education Response.. Thé follo
ments were received by the Offite of Edu-
cation regarding the proposed: criterla
and proceduresifor recognition’ofyNa---
tionally Reco d Accredltinr" en-

62 | - | a V( Lo

. or objections regardlng- the proposed .
. rulemaking,

* view, cycle

cles and Associations JAfter a summary
of each cc comment ¥ response is set forth
stating the reasons- why no change 4s”
deemed necessary prior to fleld testing
the criteria. -

1. Section’ 149.1 Scope—C'omment A*"‘
commenter suggested addition of a policy
declarfition regarding support by’ the

* March 1, 1974 (39 FR 7946). Interested”, Office 6f Education of voluntary accredi-

tation. The sane dommenter suggested
addition of a policy.statement regarding
. State and local control over education.
onse.~Policy declarations.are not
directl e to regulations such as
are set forth In the ppoposed revised
Criteria. The Office still adheres to the
poucy regarding support of valuntary ac-
creditation, however. The statement re-
garding State and local control over edu-
cation Is ot relevant to the criteria in-

-‘asmuch as these criteria pertain only to

accredlting bodies and not to educatlonal
ingtitutions:.

2. Sedtion 149.2 Deﬁnmons—Com--
ment, A’ commenter suggested substitu~
tion of the word “educational” in place
of “public” with reference to accredita-

tion. .
Response. Despl the fact that ac- .
. creditation is condicted by private or-

ganizations, it isan activity which serves
“the public. *
‘3. Section 149.5 I7itial, recoynitionh re-

-newdl of recognition—-Comments. Two .

comme.ntez? suggested changing the re- .

rom four to five, or six years,
Response: COmﬁ;ents receivéd duwring

the period of drafting the criteria recom-

"mended review periods ranging from two ,

to ten years. In View of a lack of, con-
sensus.on this matter the U.8. Commis-
sioner of Educations -Advisory Commit~
tée on -Accreditation “and Institutional
Eligibility recommended continuation of
the four-year cycle at this time,

4. Section',149.6(a) Functional as-

ziects—-Comments SpecIﬁc comments ‘

- viewed: by,

~ o o
:A;‘.wff APPENDIX 11

PART 149-CRITERfA FOR RECOGNITION OF NATIONAL ACCREDITING BODIES AND STATE AGENCIES

were received regarding three subséc-
tions of 149.6(a). The comments and re-
sponses*fouow .

Comment One commenter sought de-
letion of the requirement to include on.
visiting teams at least one person who
Is not'a member of the agency's policy,
or decision-making body or its adminis-
trative stafl, .

Response. This provision, 1s‘tetained in
order to protect against confiict of inter-
est situations, where pollcy. consulting,
and declslon-making ~functions are
placed in the hands of a small group of

individuals, It does not refer to the use -

of*“lay" persons on visiting teams, but
rather competent, knowledgeable  peers
who are not themselves directly involved
in the final decision rendered by the ac-
crediting body.

C‘omment A commgnter suggested ad-
dmon of a requirement for self-study by
accrediting agency staff,

Response. In, the judgment of- the Of-
fice of Education, agency self-study is

. clearly implicit in the procéss.of prepar-

ing-a petition for recognltion or renevﬁal
of recognition. .

‘Comment. A commenter ‘shid that
there was need for iricreased specificity
regarding the self-aralysis fequirelment.

Response. Adtrediting agencies re-
16 Office cover the ircreas-
ingly broad spectrum of .pos 1dary,
education. This criteria therefore’

essentials of the-krocess. Variations in
the Self-analysis process, such as the in-
clysion-of quantitative material and co-
operation with other agencies, are left up -

) to individual’ accreditine agencies,

-5. Section - 149.6(b) Responsibzlity—-
Comments. ‘Several comments wers re- .
ceived regarding various subsections of

et

. touches only upon.what the Office has«
- determined from -experience to be'the

",
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.149.6(b). The comments and responses

follow: ?
Comment. Two commenters asked for

- the deletion of the requirement regard-

ing inclusion of public representatives l.q,
the accreditation process.

Rgsponse. This provision is retained
because, in protecting-and sdvancing the
interest* of quality education, institu-
tional and program accrediting serve the
public interest. There is no reason to fear

- that by adding a more generalized point
of reference;ithe accreditation proces;
would be made any less insightful.
public component is a complement
essential professional judgments m
the accreditation review, not a
ment for them. TN

° Comment. Two commei suggested
deletion of the requirement that the cur-
rent accraditation status and the date of
next reglew be published.

. Respdnse. Inasmuch as accreditation

. Serves a public function, the public, pro-

* tatlon standards te provide for such ac- -
tivity, to take place through “member in- .
- . stitutions.””

spective students, and employers shoiild

¢

be apprised of all institutions which have "

less than “fully approved”-status.

Comment. One commenter suggested

revision of the requiremeént regarding op-
- portunity to comment on revised accredi-

[ L .

Responsé. Accreditation affects other
elements of sociely than educational ins-
“stitutions: Comments from these other

elements should flow directly to the ac- *

crediting agency without ‘running the
risk of dilution or ‘misinterpretation by‘
educational institutions. .
.Comment. One commenter called for
the deletion of the provision for evalu--
ations, other than initial ones, to be car-
ried out without the invitation of the ex-
ecutive officer of the mstitution.’,
Response.- This provision is rétained
because it permits accrediting agencies

0

investigate possible violations of their _

s ards .in a timely and effective

manner. i
Cofiment. One commenter ‘suggested

deletion of the requirenéent for foster-
.o . -

_ d408

.

4

ing of ethical practices, such as nondis-

crimination and fair twition refunds., %

Response. Since the functions of ac-
crediting agencies affect the public, the
agencies should demonstrate responsibil-
ity in such areas as discriminatton and.
financial responsibility,

- Comment. One commenter suggested
the addition of a requirement that ac-
crediting agencies furnish the institution

* & st of proposed visiting team members
and afford, the inst{tution the right to-

cept or reject an i/z;dlvidual as a pro< -

estion appears:to
have reasonable validity, and currently
& number of accrediting agencles have
such a polfcy, The Office wishes to con-
sider further whether or not to add this
requirement to, the criteria. .
After consideration of the above com-
ments, Part 149 of Title 45 of the Code
of Federal Regulations is amended to
read as set forth below.
Efective date. Pursuant to section 431
(b) of the General Provisions Act (20

U.S.C." 1232(b)), these’ regulations be-. .

come effective August 20, 1974. -

~

T. H, Bz,
U.S. Commissioner of Education.

Approved: August 16, 1974,
CasParR W. WEINBERGER, Lo
Secretary of Health, Education,
and Welfare. :
¥

-~ .

. PART 149-—COMMISSIONER'S ‘RECOGN!-
TION PROCEDURES FOR NATIONAL
ACCREDITING BODIES AND STATE
AGENGCIES s

Subpart A—Critaria for Natlonally Recognized
Accrediting Agencies and A fatl

Sec. - N

149.1 Scope. .

149.2 Definitions. t .

1483 Publication of list.

1494 Inclusion on lst.—, -

149.5 Initfal recognition; renswal of recogni-
‘tion. « .

Criteria, e’ . - >

-

Dated: August 15; 1974. . -1

§149.1 Scope.

- the Commissioner’s"

AUTHORITY: (20 U.S.C. 403(b), 1085(b),
1141(a), 1248(11) ); (43 U.S.C. 293a(b), 205¢~

. 3(b), 295h-4(1) (D), 208b(f)); (8 USC.

1101(a) (15) (P)); (12 U.S.C. 1748¢c(b)); (38
U.8.C.1T15(a) ).

Subpart B—Criteris-for State Agencies

Sec.

14920 Scope.

14921 Publication of list, ~ .
148.22 Inclusion on list,

149.23 Initfal regognition; resvaluation.
149.2¢ Criteria,

Avtroxrrr: Séc. 438(D) of the Higher Edu-
catlon Act of 1965, Pub. L. 89-329 as amended

" by Pub. L, 92-318, 86 Stat. 235, 264 (20 U.S.C.
. 1087-1(b))" "

Subpart A—Criteria for Nationally Recog-
nized Accrediting Agencies and Assacia-
tions . )

-

Accreditation®of institutions or pro-
grams of institutions by agencies or asso-
clations'nationally recognized by the U.S.
Commissioner of Education i3 & prereq-
uisite-to the eligibility for Federal finane
cial assistance of institutions and of the

students attending such institutions un- -

der a wide variety of fed2r4lly supported
programs. The recognition of such agen-
‘cles is reflected in lists published by the
Commissioner in the Frperar Recistem.
Inclusion on such list is dependent upon
ding that any such
recognized agency or association is-relia-
ble authority as to the quality of train-

* ing offered. The Commissioner’s recogni-

tion is granted and the agency or asso-
ciation is included on*the list only when

it meets the criteria established by the -

Commissioner and.set forth in'§ 149.6 of
this .part.

§ 149.2 Definitions.

“Accrediting” means - the process
whereby an agency or association grants

public. 'reﬁgfmtlon‘to a school, institutes

college, versity, or specialized pro-
gram of study-which. meets certain es-
tablished qualifications and ational
stapdards, as determined thig
ang periodic evaluations. The essential
purpose of the accreditation process is to
provide a protessional jfidgment.as to the

4

2

6
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- quauty of the educatioral institution or
program(s) offered,. and to encourage
continual'improvement thereof;

. “Adverse accrediting action” means
e ‘ denjal of accreditation or preaccredita-
\ tion status. or the withdrawal of ac-

v creditation or preaccreditation status;
/ J'Agency or association” means & cor-,
= poratien, association, or other legal en~
tity or unit thereof which has the pr:ln-
cipal responsibility for carrying- olt the
accrediting function; .

“Institutional accreditation” applies
to-the total institution and signifies that
the institution as a whole is achieving its

. educational objectivés satisfactorily;
P “Regional” means the conduct of in-

?\A%%:nal accreditation in three or more
Stalgs; ' . .
resentatives of the public” means

representatives who are laymen in the
sense that they are not educators in, or
"~ members e profession for which ‘the
- students are being prepared, nor in any
way are directly related to the institu-
) tions or programs being evaluated;
- . “States” includes the District of .
Columbia and territories and possessions
of the United States. v .
. * (20U.8.C. 1141(a})
§ 149.3 Publicadox_: of last, - .
Periodically the U.S. Commissioner,of
> Education will publish & list*ffi‘the Rgp-
. v ERAL REGISTER Of the accrediting agen-
cles and associations, which "he deter- «
L - mines to be reliable authoriti& as to
the quality of training offered by edu-
. catlonal institutions or programs, either
. in a_geographical area or in a speclal-
ized fleld. The general scope of the
, - recognition granted to each of the listed
2g actreditihg bodies will also be Iisted.
e, (20U.S.C. 1141(a)) ’

§ 149.4 Inclusion on list. :

Any accrediting agency or association
which desires to 0_be listed by the Comsy
‘missiones as meeting the criteria set
, forth in § 149.8 should apply in wntins
- to the Directey, Accreditation and
stitutional EU bmty Staﬂ' Buréad of

-

’

/

-

Postsecondary Education, Office of Edu-
cation, Washington. D.C. 20202.

§ 149.5 ! Inmal recognition, and renewal
of recognition.

a) For recognition:and for re-
newal of recognition, the accrediting
agenty or association will furnish in-
formation establishthg its compliance
-with the criteria set forth -in § 149.6. ~
This information may be supplementéd
by personal interviews or by review of

the agency's facilities,’ records, person- , .

nel qualifications, ani trative
management, Each agincy listed will be
resvalpated by the Commissioner at his
discretion, but ‘at least once every four-
years. No adverse decision will become .

. final without affording dpportunity for

8 hedring.

(b) In view of the criteria set forth
in §149.6, it is udlikely that more than
one association or agency will qualify
for recognition (1) in a defined geo-
graphical’ ares of jurisdictions or (2) in
& defined fleld of program specia.uzation
within secondary or postsecondary edu=
cation. If two or more separate orga-
nizations in a defined fleld do seek recog-
nition, they both be expected to
demonstrate need for their acttvities and
show that. they collaborate cl so that
their .acrediting activities o not un-
duly- disrupt the affected in.stitutian or
program.,

120 U5.C. 1141(a)) c N

§149.6 Criteria. ’ ‘

In rejuesting designation by the U.S.
Co 1oger of Education as a na-.
tiona ed - accrediting agency

or a&sodatiqn accrediting agency or .
‘association must show: -

() Functional aspects. Its functional .
aspects will be demonstrated by: )

1) Iis scope of operations: .

(1) Thé agency or askociation ‘is na- °

‘‘tiopal or rezienal m cits scope of
operstions, ° .

(i) The ag or a.ssoclation clearly
defines .in its charter, by-laws or ac-,

crediting standards. the scope of its’

, taining and improving the process,

ministrative staff, e %
. @ Itsprocedm‘es . N .
() The agency or association main? > "
tains clear definitions of level of |
accreditation status and clearly N

.— - (’- "
adtivitigs, ,including thé geographical
area and the types, and levels of institu~
tions or programs covered.
(2) Its orgauization:
. (1) The agency or association has the* -
administrative personnel and proce--
dures to carry out its operations in & .
timely end effective manner. ' 4
(i) The agéncy or association defines - ’
its fiscal needs, manages -its expendi-
tures, and has adequate financial re-
sources” to” carry out its operations, as .
shown by an externally audited ﬁnancia.l -
statement.
(1ii) The agency’s or assoclation's fees, v -
if any, for the actreditation process do )
not exceed the reasonable cost of sus- »

(iv) The agency or association uses - :
competent and kndwledgeable ons,
qualtfied by experiencé and tra g, and
selects such persons in accordance with -
nondiscriminatory practices: (A) to par-
ticlpate on visiting evaluation teams; “*
(B) to engage in tative services for
the eyaluation and accreditation process;
and (C) to serve on policy and decision-
making bodies. =
(v) ‘The agency of assbeiation includes
on each visiting evaluation team at least . . Y,
-one person who is'not a ‘member of its :
pblicy or decision-ma.klnz body or4t.s ad- - .

written procedures for granting, denying,
reafirming, revoking, and teinstating
" such accredited statuses

(1) Thee agency or a.ssoclation. TR AN
has ed a preaccredifation status, -
provides for the application of criteria e 4
and procedures that are related. in an. .
-appropriate’ manner to those employed . .
for accredltation. .

) The agency or association re- ~ .
quires, as an integral part of its accredit~ < - .
Jdng process, institutional or program A

self- and an bn;-site Yevlewbya- - - - -
vigitingteam. .- . °

zp.
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(A) =The self-analysis shall be a quali-
tatlve assessment of the strengths and
limitations of the institution or program, .
including the achievement of institu-
tional or program objectives, and should
involve -a. representdtive portidn- of the

institution’s administrative staff, teach- *,

ing faculty, students, governing body,

- and other appropriate constitugncies.

(B) The agency or assoclation pro-
vides written and consultative guidance
to the institutiorx or program and to the
visiting team. s -

I {b)- Responsibility. Its responsibility °

will be demonstrated by the way in
“which— .\

(1) Its accreditation in the fleld in
which it operates serves clearly identifled
needs, gs follows: <.

() The agency’s or association’s ac-*
creditation program takes into account
the rights, responsibilities, and interests*
of students, the gereral pfiblic, the aca~

v
-

~demig, professional, or occupational flelds
invo -and institutions. .

i e agency’s or association’s pur-

- poses and objectives are clearly defined

invits charter, by-laws, or accrediting

- standards. . 5

(2) It is responsive to the public in-
terest, iMthat: T
(1) The agency or association includes

representatives of the public in its policy

and declsion-making bodles, or in an .
- advisory or consultative.capacity ‘that

assures attention by the policy and de-
cision-making bodies. .

. (1Y The agency or assoclation pub-
lishes or otherwise makes publicly avall-
able." ' !

(A) The standards by, which ‘institu-
tions or programs are evaluated;

(B) The procedures, utilized in arriv-
ing at decislons regarding the accredita-

* tion status of an institution or program;’

(C) The current accreditation status
of institutions or programs and the date

of the next currently scheduled review .

or reconsideration of accreditation;,

(D) The names and afiliations of .
‘. members of its- policy and .decision~

\’N'\‘

* provenient and, when appto

making bodies, and the name(s) of its

prﬁcipal administrative pergonnel; °

(E) A description of the “ownership,
control aad type of legal organization of
the agency or association. .

(i) The agency or association pro-
vides advance notice of proposed or re-
vised standards to all persons, institu~

- tions, and organizations significantly af-

“fected by _its accrediting process, and
provides such persons, institutions and

organizations adequate opportunity to
comment ¢h such standards prior to their
» a(?opt.ibn. . o

written procedures for the revidw of com- -
plaints pettaining to institutional or pro-
.gram quality, ‘as -these relate to the
agency’s standards, and demonstrates
that such procedures are' adequate fo
provide timely treatmént of such com-
plaints In & manner that'is fair and ,
equitable to the complainant and to the”
institution or program. !

(3) It assures due process In fts ace
crediting procedures, as demonstrated in”
part by: < C :

1) Affording initial evaltiation of the,
institutions or programs only when the
chief executive officer of the institution
applies, for accregitation of the institu-
tion or any of its programs; B .

(i) Providing for adequate discussion
during an on-site visit between'the visit= .
ing team and thé'Taculty, administrative

“staff;=.students, and pther appropriate

persons;-.; ]
(i) Purnishing’as a result of an evale -

. uation visit, a written-reportto the in- -

stitution or program commenting on
areas of areas . needing im~
priate, sug-

(lv) The agency or association has *

et [ J

. . 1\

#ing team before the accrediting ‘agency
or association takeg action on the report:
(v) ‘'Evaluating, when appropriate, the

. report of the visiting team in the pres-
ence of a member of the team, prefer-

ably the chatrman;

(v) Providing for the“withdrawal of.
accreditation only for cause, after re-
view, or when‘the institution or program
does not permit reevaluation, after due
notice; : .

- (vil) Providing the chief executive of-
ficer of the institution with a specific
statement of reasons for any adverse ac-
crediting action, and notice of the right
to appeal such action;

(viil) Establishing and implementing
published Tules of procedure regarding
appeals which will provide for:

. (A) No change in.the. accreditation
.status of the, institution or program
pendlnig disposition,of an appeal:

(B) Right to a hearing before tHe ap-

peal bady; K
(C) Supplying the chisf executive of-
ficer of the institution with a written g -
cision of the appeal body, {ncluding a
statement of specffics.: * >

(4) It has demonstrated capability and -
willingness - to. foster ethical practices .

among the institutions or programs
-which 1t accredits, ineluding equitable

student tuition refunds and nondiserim-

inatory practices in admissions and em-

~ Ployment,

(6) It maintains a program of evalua-
tion of its educational standards designed
to assess their validity and reliabifity.

(6) It secures suificlent qualitative i
formation regarding tHe institution or
program which shows an on-going pre-
gram evaluation of outputs consistent

gesting means of ‘improvement and'in- ~ with the educational goals of the institu-

- cluding specific areas, if  ahy, ‘where the
-institution or program.may. nqt be in .-

compliance with-the agency's standards;
" (iv) Providihg the chief executive of-
ficer of the institution or program with
an opportunity to xomment* upon the
written repori and tp fille-suppiemental

‘materials pertinent to the facts and con-
clusions in the written report of t%e visite /

5 . R .
.
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tion or program.

(7) It encourages experimental and in-
novatwe programs to the extent ‘that
these are concelved-and implemented in

. 8 manner which ensures the quality ahd

integrity of the institution or program,

- (8), 1t accredits only, those institutions
or programs which meet its published
standards/.and demonstrates that’ its

[
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standards, policies, and - prodedures are -

fairly applied and that its evaluations

(1) Acceptance throughout the United
States of its policies, evaluation methods,

(4) Reflection in the composition of its
policy and decisionmaking bodies of the

~ * are conducted and decisions rendered, and decistons by educators, educational community of interests directly affected
* under conditions that assure an impar- institutions, licensing bodies, practitipn- by the scope of its accreditation.
tial am% objective tg:dgtment‘ ble inte _ egs, and employers; (d) Autonomous: Its autonomyis dem- .
(9)| I”zeewalua amrel“asm O icr 1t I (2) Regular review of its standards,  Onstrated by gvidence that—
Zg'}:sredltet;mm or pro whichit has policles and procedures, in order that the. W performs no function that would
€10) Tt requires that any reference to  °VAluative process shall support cont  be inconsistent with the formation of an
. its accreditation of-sccredited: institu-, structive analysis, emphasizexfactors of independent judgment of the quality of
* Ve Hons and programs clearly specifiés the - critical importance, and refléct theé edu-. an-educational program or institution; -
) areas and levels for which accreditation « Cpioiel 8nd trafaing needs of the . (3) It provides in-its operating pro-
, has been.received. -cedures .against conflict of interest in
. L (c)-Reliability. Its rellability is demon- (3) Not Jess thall two years’ experlence the rendering of its judgments and
7 , strated by— as an accrediting agency or assoclation' decisions. . -
; - - . ’ ’ (30US.C. 1141(a)) -
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§ 149.20 Scope. .
(a) Pursuant to section 438(b) of the

(ngher Education Act ‘of 1965- as

amended by Public Law 92-318, the

United States Commissioner of Education -

is required to publish a list of State agen-

ciés which he determines to be reliable |

authorities as to the quality of public

postsecondary vocational education in~ -
their respective States for the purpose of . -

determining .eligibility for.Federal stu-

dent assistance prograxﬁs

by the Office of Education. ~ »
(b) Approval by a State agency in-

“cluded on the list will provide an alter= -
* native means of satisfying statutory

standards as to the quality of public
postsecatlary vocstioral education to be .
undertaken by students receiving assist-
ance under such programs. :

(20 U.S.C. 1087-1(b))
§ 149.21 ‘Publication of list.

Periodically the U.S. Commissioner of
~Education will publish a list in the Fep-.

ERAL REGISTER ‘of the State agencies
which he determunes to be reliable au-

" thorities as to the quality of public post-

secondary vocational gducation in their
respective States. * ' )

(20U.S.C. 108781 (b))’ SRR

*

M ’ a
© §149.22 " Inclusion.on list, <~

Any State'agency which desires to be

. listed by .the Commissioner as meeting
“the criteria set forth in § 149.24 should

apply. in writing to the Director, Accredi-

Bureau of Postsecondary Education, Of-
fice of Education, Washington, D.C.
20202. ) )

(30 U.S.C. 1087-1(D)) ‘ !

administered .

"tation and Institutional Eligibility Se&R, . ~

¥

-

: Subpart B—Criteria for State Agencies *

~§149.23 Initial recognition, and'reeval-
uation.

For ﬁntlal recognition a.nd-' for renewal

of recognition, the State agency will fur~
nish information establishing its compli-
-ance with the criterla_set forth .in
-§ 149.24. -This jpformation may be'sup-
plemented by pPersonal interviews or
by review of the agency's facilities, rec-.
ords, personnel qualifications, and ad-
ministrative management. Each agency
listed will be reevaluated by the Com-

missioner at his discretion, but at Jeast’

once every -four jyears. No -adverse de-
cision will become final without:afford-
ing an c:pporttmity for a hearing.

-(20US.C.1087-1(b)) °
§ 149.24 Criteria for State agencies.

The following are the criteria which .

.the Commissioner of Education
utilize in designating a State agency as
8 reliable authority to assess the qualtty
of public postsecondary vocational edu-
‘cation in its respective State.

(a) Runétiona¥aspects. The functional

‘aspects of the State agency must be

shown by é 4 . .
(1) »Its scope of operations. The
agency:: -

(1) Is statewide in the scope of its op=

* erations and.is legally authorized to ap-
prove public postsecondary vocational in-
stitutions or programs; o -

(1) Cleatly sets forth the scope of its

. objectives and activities,.both as to Kinds

and levels of public postsecondary voca-

tional-institutions or programs covered,

and the kinds of operations performed;
(i1) Delineates the process by -which

" it differentiates among and approves pro-

grams of varylng'leyels.
" (2) Its drganization. The

_,agency: PO '

State

S . -
«
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() Employs qualified personnel”and
uses sound procedures tp carry out its
operations in a timely and effective
manner; .

(i1)* Receives adequate and timely
financial support, as  shown by, its ap-
propriations, to carry out {ts operations; _
' (1if) Selects competent and know!
able persons, qualified by experience did’
training, and selects such persons in.ac-
cordance with nondiscriminatory prac-
tices, (A) to participate on visiting teams;
(B) to engage in consultative services
for the evaluation and approval process,
and (C) to serve on decision-making

. v

,bodles. °

(3) Iis procedures. The State agency:

- (1) Maintains clear d tions of ap-
proval status ang has d oped written
procedures for granting, reafirming, re-

. Voking, denying, and reinstating _ap- .

proval status; ‘
(i1) Requires, as an integral part of
the approyal and reapproval process, in-

*stitutional or program self-analysis and

onsite reviews by visiting teams, and pro-
vides written and consultative guldance™
to institutions or programs and visiting
teams. : ' *

(A) Self-analysis shhll be a-qualitative
assessment of the strengths and limita-
tions of the instructional program, in-

-¢luding’the achievement of institutional

or program objectives, and should in-
volve a représentdtive portion of the in-
stitution's administrative staff, teaching

" faculty; students; governing body, and

other approptiate constituencies. )

(B) The visiting team, which includes
quelified examiners other than agency
staff, reviews instructional content,
methods and' resources, administrative,
management, student services, and.facil-
ities. It prepares written reports and rec-
ommendations for tse by the State

. agency.

"
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(iil) Reevaluates at. reasonable and
regularly scheduled intervals institutjons
or programs which it has approved.

v (b) Responsibility and reliability. The *.
responsibility and reliability of the state
agency will-be demonstrated by:

(1) Its responsiveness to-the puﬁlic in-
terest. The State agen

(1) Has an advisoﬁwl;'ody which pro-
vides for representation fram public em=

'ployment services -and employérs, em-
ployees, postsétondary vocational edu-
cators, students, and thexeneral public,
mcludmg mlnority groups. “Among .its
fumctions, this structure provides counsel
© the State agency relating to the de-
velcpment of standards, operating-pro-
scedures and policy, and interprets the
eduecational needs and mgnpower projegs.
tions of the State’spublic postsecondary -
vocatjonal education. system;. )

(i) Demonstrates skat the’ advisory‘-
bo -makes a real agd meaningful“cons-

ution to'the approyal: process;

(iit) Provides advance pubuc notheot . '-

proposed or revised standards-or regula- -
tions through its regular channels ot
communications, supplemented if neces- -
sary, with direct communication to in- *

- form interested mémbers of the affected °
community. In addition, it provides'stich - -

% .

persons the opportunity. to_comment
the standayds-or regu.lations pripr
- their adoption;

(iv). Secures sufficfent- qualitative
formation regdrding the applicafit ins x--
tution or program-to enable the institu-
tion or program to demonstrate that it

“has an ongoing program of-evafuation of

2
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outputs consistent “with its edueational
goals; . -

. W, Encouragee experimental and 1n-
novative programs to thé- ~extent -that

these are conceived and implemented in
a manner which ensiires the quality. and
integrity ofsthe Jn‘s,tjtution or program;
"(vD) Demonstrates that it approves -
only - thqse lnstitutions or. programs

whlch meet its published standa.rds that _
its standards; policies, and procedures
are fairly applied; and that its evalue-
tions are conducted and .decisions are °
rendered under conditions that assure an
1mpandal and ‘objective judgment;

(vil) Regularly,reviews its standards,
Policies and.pfocedures in order that-the

.» -evaluative process shall support ¢on-
structive ‘analysis, emphasize factors of
critical import&nce, and reflect the edu-
cational’ and trainh;g needs of the
student N

vit) Performs no tu.nction that wou}d
‘be incdnsistent with the formation of-an'
independent judgment of the quality of
an educational institution or program;

(ix) Has written procedures for the re-
Yiew of complaints pertaining to instis*
tutional or program -quality  as thesem
relaté to the agedcy's standards, and

- -demonstrates that such procedures are
adequate to provida timely, treatment of
such confplaints in a mannerffalr and
equitable to the complainant and 10 the .
mstitution or program - -

| (x) Annually -makes available to the i

‘ipublic (A) its policies for approval; (B) .

* [Feports of fts. operations, and (C) list of
institutions or’ prograxps which. it has
approved
-« (xi) Requlr& each approved school or
-program to:report on changes instifuted -

. to determine-continued; compliance with

‘ standards or” regulations; R

(xit) -Confers regularly; with ' cdunt’er
part agencies that have simﬂar responsi-
‘bilttiés¥in ‘other andsneighboting States .
. _about methods and techniques that may "~

' 'be used to meet.those responsibilities.

(2) Its assurances tMat:due: process is
accorded to instititions or programs
seeking:approval, The State agency:.

() Provides-for adequate “disqussion
during the on-site vigit between theé visit-
-ing%eam and the taculty, ‘administrative
~staff, students ahd “other appropriate
persons‘ .

.

L4

5. '

(i) Furnishes as a result f the eval-
uation ‘visit, & written report-to the insti-
tution or program commenting on areas

-df strength, areas needing improvement,
and, when appropiiate, suggesting means

.of improvement and including specific « ©

areas, if ‘any, where'the Institution or
program may not be in compliande with
the ‘agency’s standards;

(iti) Provides the chief executive officer
101 the institution or program with op-
. ‘portunity to comment upon the written
réport and to file supplemental materials
pertinent to the facts and sonclusions in-.
the written report of the visiting: team
* béfore ‘the agency takes action on the

report;

. (iv) Provides the chief executive omcer
of the institution with s specific state-
ment of reasons for any adverse actiof®
and notice of the right to appeal such
action-before an. appeat body designated

' for that purpose;

(v) Publishes rules of procedute re-
garding appeals;
& VD) Continues the approval status of
the institution or program pendmg di.s-
position of -an -appeal;

(vil) Furnishes the chief executive of~

_ficer- of the institution or program with

a written decision of the appeal body, in-
cluding a statement ot -its reasons
~therefor. *°

(¢) Capacity to fosterethicaz practtces
The State agency must ﬂemonstrate its
capability and willizigness " foster
eth!cal practices by showing that 1t

(1) Promotes a'well-defined set of ethis.

cal standards’ governing institutional or”

programmatic practices, ‘including re-
¢ruitment, advertising, transcripts, fair
and equltable student tuition refunds,
and student placement services; sy

(1) Maintains appropriate review in...

“relation to the ethical prastices or each
-approved institution or program.
. (20.9.8.C. 1087-1(b) ) - @

*{m Doc474-19298 Flled 8-19—74.8 45 am]

.

~

L




v & A,

) APPENDIX IV

: . - CRITERIA FOR RECOGNITION OF STATE AGENCIES FOR APPROVAL OF NURSE EDUCATION \

. For the purpose@of determlnmg Iblltt for Fedéral
. assistance, pursuant to Public, Law 88-581 amended, the
United , States Commissioner o ducatlon s requlred to
i publish a list of recognized accrediting bodigs, and of State
. agencies, Which he determines to be reliable authqzltles asto
the quality of training offered by schools and programs for
d|ploma, associate degree, and baccalaureate and graduate
degrees ‘in- nursing. In"pursuance of this mandate -the
following criteria #for recognition of State agencies were
established and_ published in the January 16, 1969 Federal
_ Register. * E . -
TN CRITERIA " :%:‘
‘ The foIIowrng are the criteria WhICh the Commlssloner of
Edutatiomwill utilize in determining whether a State agency
s rehabﬁ
schools of rsmg

~
-.

e The tate agency

S S Js statewide in the “scope of’ its operatlons and |s
L o \Iegaliy author|zed to accredit $hools of nursing.

‘.

-1 i@»
2\ Makes publlcly avallable ‘

I [ L4

- "':;é - f
R Current |nformat|on covering "its crlterla or
\ ‘ standar*or accreditation; ‘.
-t "i’?“ N e [ Gl
b, Reports of its operations;, . ) ,
R . Lists of schools of nursing Wthh it -has ac-
.l credlted : . .
. ) ' ] . N
- - ) N

thority as to the quality of tra|n|ng offered by

EITY

o .

3. Has ‘an adequate organjzation and effecfive proce-.
- dures, administered’ by a qualified board and staff,

to maintain- its operations on a professional basis.
Among the factors to be considered in this connec-

. =77 "tion are that the agency:

»

a. Uses experlenced and quahfled examiners to
visi{ schools of nursing to examine educational

~ objectives, to inspect courses, programs, admin-
istrative practices, services and facilities and to
prepare weitten reports and recommendations -
for the use of thevrewethg body—and causes
such examinations to be conducted under ‘con-
dltrons‘that assure an impartial and objective
judgment;

.

b. Secures sufficient and pertinent data concernmg
the qualitative aspects of the school’s educa-
tional program; T

. Requires each school of nursing agcrédlted to

follow clearly defined refund poI|C|es gov l’nlng
all fees and tuition paid by students; _ fe\

s@a

d. Enforces a well defined set of standards regard-
ing, a school’s etfical practices, |ncludmg re-
crmtment and adv’ertmng,

el Requlres each scﬁool of nursing accredited to

. sutzrmlt ‘a comprehenslve ‘annual report, lnclud
ing curyent data on: -

-~

A {1 rogress toward achievement of its stated
‘lobjectives in nursing education; ‘

o ' >

. . d .
.
-, ~ . - -~ F@‘V

b
¢




’

’ r . ) )
. ’ N
. .
*
5
£
¥

! . r~s
{2) Qualifications and major responsibilities

of the dean &r director and of each faculty

member *

’ (é) Policiés used for sejectlon promotlon and

gradua‘tlon of students; .

{4) Practices foIIowed in safeguarding the

health and well- -being of students;

(5) Current enrollment by class and student-

teacher ratlos, ,
(6) Number of admissions to school per year
for past b years;

(7) Numbe}' of graduations from school-per ‘

year for past 5 years; 5

Performance -of students on State board
.examinations for past 5 years;

(9) Curriculum plan;

£

-(8)

o (2) A current catalog.

e

.
. w“ » [

(10) *Brief course description;

- N bl :
(11» Descriptions of resources and facilities,
clinical areas, and contractual arrange-

<. ments which reflect upan the academic -

. \ program.

f. Regularly, but at least every 2 yegrs, obtamS»
from each accredited school of nursing:

{1} A cop\‘/ of its audited fis‘cal'repo,rt, inclﬁ-d-'
ing a statement of income and expendi-
tures .

.
. ~ ’ - P
MR - \

g. Makes initial and periodic on'site inspections of
' each school of nursing dccredited.

4 .Has clear, written procedures for {a) the accredita-
tion of a school of nursing or institution, (b) placing

“ " _it.on a probationary status, (c) revoking the accredl- ,
~_tation, and (d) reinstating accredltatlon, S
. . . .
S
: Y
— . . ]
- ‘. .
. L R
~ ' -, ) N . .
. \ . .
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FEDERAL POLICY GOVERNING THE GRANTING OF ACADEMIC . T -
. " DEGREES BY FEDERAL AGENCIES AND INSTITUTIONS ‘ . - ‘
\ - ) o (Approved December 23, 1954; Le@ from Director, ' ' = 2
Bureau of the Budget, to Secretary, Health ducation and Welfare) > e o o .
e e

T S,

,

®

Initial Assumptions . . 0

1. It is -recognized an%l gra"n.ted that Federal agencies may.

properly establish and operate personnel training programs as
needed to improve the effectiveness of the performance of thelr

assigned functions. »

]

vanced education ip order to develap Specxallzed competenci

- &
2. Because p:?nnel of Federal agencies may need ad-

of vital importan€e to the agencies concernéd, each agency
wered and authorized, when nesessary, to send

- should be em

personnel to i
preparation.

titutions of higher educatlon for such necessary.

-

Y

Undergraduate Degree Programs'

¥
h

E

=

3. The pattern of undergrgduate tralnlng is wellestabllshed
in certain of the existing educatlonal institutions bf the Federal
Government suoh as at West Pomt and Annapolis. Any new

institution created by the Federal Governngent with authority to.

grarft undergraduate degrees should, like the above mentloned
|nst|tut|ons be accredited by the appropriate accredrtmg agency"
if the bacReior's degree is to be granted. The Commissioner of
Education should be ass:gned responsibility for determlnlng the
Aappropriate accrediting ager;cyfor each Federal |nstaIIat|on that
maintains an undengraduate degree program.

, D=

Graduate Degree Programs' ' .

hd 4

4.-No Federal agency should be empowered to .grant a

- graduate degree for any educatlonat prog?am except where

B o ‘ » .
’4 . )
e » L] v;)‘.‘; - M
.
.
.

the need for the authorlty to grant graduate degree§ is
eStablisifed and there is a clear detérmlnatlon that the need
for the graduateadegrees“ cannot be adequately met by’

. institutions set up under theaathority of. the various States,

Territories; or the District of Columbia. Before any Federal

"

agency is authorized to grarrt
be

thorough exploratipn, Ay-the Department 6f Health, ™

ate degrees, there shoulN

Education, and Welfare,*of the possibility of having the '

program - operdtéd and/or the graduate degree granted
through the facilities of existing educational InMFor ‘
the purpose of such’ exploration, “'the service the .
Department of Health, Education, and Welfare will be

-available, on request, to the agency concerned or’to’ the

-

\:

B

3 DA -

Bureau-of the-Budged }n order to regularize the matter, each

e

such rejgest wouId be referr

Commissioner of Education

by this Department to the ,
, to assist him in reachlng

conclusions and making recommendatlons to the Secretary,
would convene an impartial droup of representative educa-
'tors appolnted by hlm after consultation with the appropr|~,
“ate professional associjations, to' consider the relevant evi-
dence and'make recommendations to ' him in accordance with
‘the procedure outiined below. This .procedure could be
formallzed inan exec.utlve order oy other;vcse .

.
> -

: - ) P ,
. ’ . v.of. ~ . - -
L W Procedurﬁ - . S o ¢

‘ [ . . -

4 ”w' ~ e,

5. In order to give effect t6 the pohm 0 t||ned above‘xnth‘ .
respect to the authorization /of Federal agencres to grant.
graduate degrees the Commissigner of Educatlorf wouldbe.
adthorlzed and dlrected to establish a Revuev(l Commlttee to

. -~ . Y

o\
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* \ advise him concerning recommendations to be made concern-
‘ing any legistation that may be proposed Wwhich would authorize °

N & & . '

[y

(s

P

* grams in non- Federal mstrtutrons of higher educa-
tion.

&

. the grantrng of graduate degrees by Federal agencles R . -
. EEEAS “ e - ' (4) that the administration of the graduate program .
' | e 6. Itis proposed that the Review Committee consist of three concerned is such-that the faculty and students be
<" continuing members, each to serve for a period of three years, * free’'to-conduct their research activities as objec-
_ .. . plussix additional members to serve’bn an ad hac basis—allto  ~ tively, as freely, and in as unbiased a manner as
o ; > - be appointed by the.Commissioner of Education after consulta- . , that foufid.in other non-Federal institutions af
? . 7 tion with the appropriate professional associations. » . higher education. The_existence of an advisory ,
‘ S : - h . - : . committee of educators from reguIarIy -constituted .
’ . ., 7,°The principal functions of the Review Compittee would’ .+ institutjons shall be regarded as some evidence of .
. P be: =’ . = . : : : . ® the safeguardmg of.freedom of inquiry. Accredita- ?
L e ” , ' ' L . b tion by an appropriate accrediting body, if such-:
&_ ‘? » « (a)to receile and review evidence submitted by the apply- ‘ exists, shall be regarded as another _safeguard. . K
T oo , -—-= . Ing agency’that the following criteria h_avev been met: . ,
. « : . _ . ° ' . . (b) on, the basrs of evrdence obtamed pertammg to the .
S - (1) that the conferring of the authority to grant the items listed under 7(a) above, to make a teport, includ- =
., ) W@ graduate degree in quéestion is essentigl to the ac- '+ * ingits recommendatrons as to whether the power to
. o SRR S * complishment of the program objectives of the ap- . ~ graft graduate degrees should be authorized to the
~ N - ) ~ plyipg. agency ) Y : applying agency. . _
. - ' 42) that the graduate program in question and/or, the 8 The Commrssroner wouId together with his own recom- B
. .. = graduate degrees proposed cannot"be obtamed o - mendations, transmit the report of th’e Review Commhttee tothe .
PRI ' L Zatrsfactory t@rmsthrough the facrlltres of e;kt ng , Segcretary of Health, Education, and Welfare. The Secretary L N
E on- Eederal institutions of- hrgher\educathn T w;)uldaft,er consrderatlon of the Commrssroner s recommenda-
T . e - % o , tions and the Review Contmitteé’s report, make recommenda-« ’
, ' * {3) thatthe graduate program conducted by theapply- -  tions to the requestlng agency and the Bureau of the Budget, .
* PN , ing agency meets the standards_ for'the-degree or ' -and transmit with stich recommendatlons’the report of the Re-
- A degrees in questronwhlchare met by S)d'ﬁar pro- view Committee. ; g;t/ LA T
. L N . T . - ~ AR . ':‘;,: o -, - .
L N -~ . - e~ - . . .
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- . APPENDIX VI
- r ow ‘ - . ' & « ) )y - A N )
. ADVISOR.YWMITTEE.MEETINES CONDUCTED'DURING 1976—— — - .. L
e x : s .'" \!

March 23- 26, -976 (Twenty- enghth Meetmg)
. A;Imgton V:rglma

March 23, Workshop

C_ Open.

1:15 p.m. to 5:00 p.m:-

915am.to11:15a.m. *

June 16- 18 1976 (Twenty nmth)

Arlmgton Virginja . -

4

AII sessions open to ihe public .

’ March 24, Full Committee: ©
: : .Subcommittee 1: 11;30-a.m. to 445p.m. September 21 24,7 1976 ﬂ'hnmeth) .
: . IV ..Subcommittee 2: . 11 30 am.to 4:45 p.m. Alexa ria, Vlrgmla ' -
March' 25, Full Committee::  ..9:10 a.m.’to 10:30 a.m. . ’ C '
N ot ‘Subcommittee 1@ .10:45a.m.to 1:10p.m: ’ AII séssiﬁ’ﬁs open'to the public ™ . e
+ 1:25 pm. to 3:45 pm.
Subcommntfee 2:- " 10:45am.to 3:30 p.m. o ' December 8- 10, 1976 (Thlrty-furst)’ e
« »» . Full Commmee' 345 p.m. to 4:25pm. _Arlington, Vlrgmla L., Yol
.~ March 26, Fall Commitiee: 9 15a.m. to12 OOnoon . N S - *
' o _ , « ' 7. ® All sessions open to the publi¢-
Closed: “March 25, Subcommittee.1: » 1.10 p.m.to 1:25p.m. . . . - .
L : , - - - C _\.\‘
’ 4 T ¢ = 6 . ')"f < .
. s MEETINGS scnsouuso FOR 1977 : Co .
: “March 2325, 1977 . . § " )
i _ . i "Alexandria, Virginia -~ ) , ﬁm
: _ - © " April28-29,1977 s " .
, 2 K Alexandria, \/irginia ‘ “ P
. . ) . 'June 15-17, 1977 =T e oL
1 " 7. Aington, Virginia _ . ) U
: LD ' eeptemb,er 2830, 1977 - B
- ’:’4 . x - ) . < -~ 4 "- i}
. ] December 14-16, 1977 - . g
. . Lo ‘ r-
1 .. ‘ . : * te 2t '
. PY ‘ . s < * * . . e ’ '\€ .
N ’ - 37, j ’ 896..
. 84. v . A ; 0 ' C ' o
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o / . submitted three months pnor r to the

- b . . ;cheduled feview i
. % - ': Lo

© June'1877

Amencan Cquncn on Edugation for.

(interim) .
Amencan Dental Assomatlon Com-
mission on Accreditation of-Bental
. -and Dental Auxiliary Programs
- : . American Medical Association, Coun-
‘ ) . s cil on Medical Education, as, the

- ® “ . C coordmatmg agency in allied health

» .~ "education accreditatior -
RS ' . - Medical Assistant (interim)-
1 LT e Nuclear Medlcme Technologlst
e ( . ' (mtenm) . .
v . - e Physical Therapist "~ . "“, .-
’ . American Physical Therapy. Assocna- :
o tion, Commlttee on.Accreditation
e . 7% ., in Education (inifial) Ll
. 2 Council onEducationforPubllc Health-
" Engineers’ Council for Professionals

- [ i
. K. TR ti "and- associate and’ baccalaureate:-.
* . Y T degree progrdms in- engmeermg'
’ N ) 1echno|ogy) :

L - .77 (interim)
T N \ v Kansas State Board of Educat:on

_Petitions and interim report§ should be .

Journallsm Accredltmg ommlttee )

Developmerit:(fot first profes.s‘tonaIA i
degree programs in erigineering .

"% lowa State Board ef Publlc instrueuon

‘a

-~ ) . /

Septemﬁerl 1977
D amae e S,

.
P -

- APPENDIX VIl

. SCHEDULE: FOR'INITIAL EVALUATION AND REEVALU’ATION OFNATIONALLY

Cs _RECOGNIZED ACCREDITING AGENCIES AND ASSOCIATIONS, STATE AGENCIES -
B . FOR-APPROVAL OF PUBLIC POSTSECONDARY’VOCATIONAL EDUCATION,AND ..
. ~ X STATE AGENCIES FOR APPROVAL OF NURSE EDUCATION

anesota State Board for Vecatlon‘al-
Technical Education (mtenm)

Montana Board of Public Instruction

National-‘Association of Schools of Art,
*Commission on Accreditation ang
Membership (interim) -

. " National Council for Accreditation of

TN e

.Teacher Edugation (interim) =~ .
meonal Home Study Cos*ncnl Accre-
dmng Commission.(interjm) )

v
American Assembly of Colleglate ’
- Schools of Business, Accreditation
Councit (interim) -

re

)

"

American  Library Association, Com- "

mittee on‘Accredltatlon ) '

" American Osteopathic Assomatlon

{interim) ;- -
American PoduatryAssoénatlon Coun-
cil-on Podiatry Educatién (interim)°
Arkansas State Board for Voc;;monal ’
- Educatiorr :
Council on Social Werk Education,
" Commission on Accredltatxon (m-

tefim) "t ¢ -
Natuongl A{somatnbn ‘Sf Schools of '
-+ Music k

"North Central Association of Colleges

t @

. - and Scho%ls, Commission on Insti-- *
- .‘!‘I;lthl)S of l‘-hgrg Edtication

P v R . s,

Eyarils
-
. . - - - ‘
Ll SN
S =
. .
, .
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e . ("\ >
;

'
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December ‘1 977

LY
(N

Oklahoma State Board of Vocational
and Technical Education .

/.Society of American Foresters

Utah State Board' for Vocational Ed-
ucation (interim) .

Accrediting Commission on Education
for Health Sérvices Administration

. .American Association of Nurse Anes- *
thetists, Councnl on- Accredltatlon *
(interim) - :

American Bar Association, Council of
thé Section of Lggal Education and
Admissions toye Bar -~ -~ -3

Amencan Councifon Pharmaceutlcal'
Education’

Arnerican Speech and Hearing Asso-
ciation, American Boards of Exam- _
iners in Speech Pathology and Au-

v dlology (interim) -

Cosmetology Accrediting Commission

Indiana State Board of Vocational and
Tchnical Education (interim)

Kentucky State Board -of Education
(interim)~

Mo tan&State Board of Nursnng

Okfahoma State Reyents for ngher

4 Educatlon -

American Medical Association, Coun-
¢il on_Medical Education, as -the
coo:djigatmgagency,m allied health
education accreditation .

Assnstant to the Primary Caré

»~  Physician ;A o -

Cytotechnologlst _

Histologic Technician _ .

" .Laboratory Assistant .
Medicd| Assistant ; /

v

~¥

Medical Labprato'ry Techpician
* . Medical Record Administrator -«

. Medical Record Technician - - o
Medjcal Technologist . s
..« Nuclear Medicine Technologist ’
) _Occupational Therapist . z
> - Phys:cal Therapist A oo
Radialogic-Technologist - - -t
;_\. Radiation Therapy- -Technologist T, -
’ Respiratory Thergpist. . a v
.. - Respiratory Thergpy Technician ~ i
. Specialist in Bfoo Bank Tech- ) [
‘ “ nology = - ‘ ) ;
. -~  Surgeon’s Assistant A i
Amerigan Optometric Association,..” = #_
Council ‘on Optomeétric Edqpatlen '
. ; (interim) "
Amerlcan Veterinary Medlcal Asso- . E

ciation, -Committee on Animal
Technlcuan Activities and‘Tr‘ammg )
Middle States A'ssociation ‘of Colleges - .
) and. Secondary Schools, Commis- .
sion on Higher Education (mtenm) C
Natlonal Accreditation . Copncil 'for g
Agencues Servingthe BlindandVis-
. ually Handlcapped (lntenm)
National Association.of Trade "and
o Technlcal Schools Aécredmng
Commlsston L
.. Southern Association of Collegésand = * -
’ Schools;: Commission on Occupa- o
. tional Educatlon Institutions -
(mtenm) s

( 0
o, ) e . % o e
Foundation for Interior Design Educa-
*tion Research, Committee on Ac- , v
. credrtatlon e

. {p o
o T 88




A .September 1978 American Oéteopaihic Association .. o National League for Nursing; Inc. , -

S T e . American PodnatryAssocnatlon,Cpcm- - . ~ Board of Review for Associate . ‘:
- R o L L ~¢il 6n Podiatry Education- - - . . . Degree Programs -, .. * y
- -~ .. - " New Jersey State Board. of. Educatlon ) . ! . Board of Review for Baccalaure- .
. T ) ] ' Utah State Board for Vocatlonal Ed- Coe ' . .-° "ate and Higher Degree Pro-
— - ,., ucation . " . = T .. . grams . - -
SIS - oDecemberi978 . - California Board of Regtstered N‘urs- - : Board of RevuewfoanpIoma Pro-"
R . s - ing ’, _ ~ 0 . graros .
’ B S ) , Council- on Chlropractic Education," \ . Board of Review for Practical
- X - Commission on' Accfeditation - . . . * Nursing Programs
N - - < EmMaeers “Councll for- Professn&nal “ _ New Hampshire Board ofNursmg Edg’
& N . .8 pﬁment {for graduate pro- ' . ucation and Nurse Registration
-] - o & leading to_advanced” entry .:. : ‘ Northwest Association of Schodisand ~
. o R o Qe engineening prof'essxon) O ’ ‘ Colledes,—eomrfnssnon em):_Colleges
K R i T * N - lndla Ya:State Boardof'Vocatlonal aer T ’ L (interim)
N N (‘ W et TechmcaPEdu,catron :‘_- . . - - = <" .- - Southern Assaciation of Colleges and-
- *~ - . t37 -~ -“lowa Board.of Nursmg '__%_? } R _ Schools, Confimission on Colleges
. . P A L:nunsnaha State Boﬁ%of Nurse Ex- S > ~West:Virginia Board of Examiners for-
H b N } D e TRl vt s, - Registered Nurses * , .r }
: e i F _aminers. _ . SR 2 . o
- o L. (e issoufi Staté Boart?pf Nursnrj“'\ Se T S - ‘ L PO
Ve s T e SXme o - York State=Board:of R gents< a{M’ay 1979 . - Association of independent Colleges | -
R o ma oy ANurst W"'Jx@ S L and-Schools, Accredmng Commis- , .
. s T O T 7T CNorthiCentralAssocia wleges R * sion :
. LB “and=Schodts; ’Commjs \ok\. SR * Minnesota State Board for Vocational- *
U S TTATTL LY Schobls-{ifterim)._ ~-' " .. -Technical Education - ;
N N _\,\Westem\Assoc:atlbn\ofTSehools\agd( = m\. “Miséauri State Board of Education .
LIS e T \*\\*\2_‘\.\'_ So + =~ Colleges, ACCI’Q,d\mn& ommls%\ .- = 7. National, Courcthor Accreditation of
cie, o . (:“. . - \‘\.\“ for SChOOW% \\ > . A . Teacher Education .
e, T T s March 1979‘\§-~' . Amefitan s “ychologlcat Assbuetlon, j T o - .~ NationatHome Study Council, Accred-
T T % =TT Committee on- Accredxtatnon—~(for RO R iting. Commlsswng .
“.; o docforalandmtemshlpprograms in. . \ S e NewYork State Board-of Regents (as' :
: --f\c!i’mcal and counselmg-psychology \\ ' a natignally recognized accrediting
. Amencan “Veterinary Medjical Assoz .~ ~ S T, agency) ~
matxorrCourrcll on Educatlon LU s e s ‘ ot e
Natxonaf Accredltatlon Council forr‘ Septembeﬁ19‘79 I*Am‘éri(tn Assembly of Collegiate -
- Agencies . Servmg the -Blind and ' e - Schd¥ls of ‘Business, Accredltatuon L
’y_léué ly Handlcapbed (mtenm)- I : C/ L Councnl L Y
- T . A o t o




K% ~ . . - . H -~ . P N . . [y .
* .. ' December 1979 American Association of Nurse Anes- ¢ . . Commission on Institutions o?/ :
- , By +  thetists, Couficil on Accreditation . Higher Education -
P 4 ~  _ __ _American Speech and Hearing Asso- — " ’ . Commussnon on_Public Schools
s : v ciation, Americah Boards of Exam- ’ o . -Commission ‘on “Vocational, .t
=% . ipers in Speéech Pathology and Au- Y Teghnical, Career _Institu-
. diology . VT tidns P
- ' Kentucky State Board of Educatlon . December 1980 Accredltmg Bureau of Medlcal Lab-—

- Maréh 1980 , Middle States Association of Ceﬂeges oratory Schoodls  * '

\,
[, N,

.- A

- oy [ 4 ¢ N
S e - -and Jecondary ¢hools, Commis- L merican Board of Funeral Service - -
701'\ on Higher Education Education, Copmission of :
. ,--«Jia ional - Acgreditation Council for - . Schools . -
.+, #Agencies Serving the Blind and Vis- , : : North Central Association of Col-
¢ . ually.Handicapped Lo N . leges and Schools, Commission
> 'National Archltectural Accredmng v . - on Schools ,
™" Bogrd, Inc.. - 4 ' ' - Western Association of Schools and
.:’ Natlm ASQOCIatIOn fOf Pfactica] . ¢ - - Co"eges’ Accrethlng Commission
Nurse” Education and Servnce, lnc F for Community and Jiinior Colleges
, N Accrediting Rev:ew Board K .+ Western. Associatiori of Schools and
_ May 1980 ' Amencan Couicil on Education for . . ¢ * .. Colteges, Accredmr_mg Commission
w . Journallsm Accredltmg ommit- . R * - for Senior Colleges and Universities
e, ' - .
s tee -~ - " N : o .
oo Ll :. lowa Staté ,Boardof'Publlclnst ction ~ March 1981 A o I-ontomatnc Aésdsocratwn, .
' AT NatronalAssocmtlonofSchooIso . P ounci onf;:(c;metn% Ruggt' | :
- ¥ . Commigsion-on, Accredntaﬁon and P ! #esociation of Advanced ‘Rabbinical, . ¢
o . s 8 and Talmu;i“c ‘Sghools, Accredita-, °
. - Membersh:p . : .
oba L A / - . “tion Commisgion g .
o September 1980 Assoanfatlon for Clmacal Pgsto“ral Ed- .. - New York State Board of Regents (for -
- ucatlon,alnc N P - . . publlcpostsecgndaryvocatlonaled- )
*:' .; - .+, Cauncil on Social’ Work - Educatson . ) L , ucatiop) , - -
-4 o Gommsssapn on Accredltatxon S T Northwest Association of Schools and
) o Y ’ NewxEngIand Assocxatlmn of Schools._' R .. ’ Colleges, Commission on‘CoIIeges N
- S : ' apd Colleges ; * ¥i. "7 e - Southefn Association of Colleges and ¢
’ : wCOmmlssmn on t-ndependent - Lo Schools, Comimission on Occupa- ]
) .o als, * Lo \ : - - tional Educatiory Institutions -
* e R S o w0 L .
. < @ “ -:"‘L' M / - . ;. -
o . = : " ‘? - ", .
Wt [ 3 = ; = °
. ’ ¢ " M ] . N > ! \ ’ A (nd
E TC SRR . o4t % s ’ -
B R D e . " - : ‘ ’ 7 - M
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) - i : by 3 - 2 » v




14

-

-

> COMMITTEE ACTIONS ON PETl?l\éqQ 1976
6’5/." *

TYPE OF. PETITION ~
A AN
-
- o; M I3

National.Accrediting Agen8ies
Petitions for Initial Recognition
Petitions forRenewal of Recognition
Petjtions.for Extension of Scope
Interim Reports )
Requests for Deferra)of Review of Petition -2 -

-
27
T i

State Vocational Approval Agencies
Petitions fqr Initial BeCognition*
Petitions for Ren alof'Recognltlon..
‘Interim Reports

Withdrawal from Becogmzed Lnst

4
.6'°

3

1

R Y
State Nurse App[gval Agencles k2

Intenm Report ‘. _'1
‘2
Petmon for Degree Grantmg Authonty 1 1
ToTALlS ¢ . 70
-

*One of these was a Committee action {recommendation) in 1975; th

%
o

Request‘s for Satlsfactory Assurahoe

o4 -
Approved -

48 -

VYP}GE ACTION TAKEN
L N . N

“.No Action

Denied Deferre_d Required

Accepted
oY :

5 2
- e

e\s\ommussioner’Jacnon occurred in 1976

. T
APPEND]&MIII'
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¢ ~ ) ¢ ! . \ . H v
- oo , APPENDIX IX °
2 P e . 4 - ‘ -
COMMITTEE ACTIONS ON POLICY ISSUES, 1976 . {
. ' - N 5

.. 1. 'P-roposed and scheduled pohcy review meetlng for spring, .,* 8. Revrewed visitation team tra|n|ng program of Commis-
1977. % N sion on Schools, North Central Assocratron of Colleges and

2. Conducted workshop wuth aCcredltmg and State approval

. s general public. !

’ > . * 3

3. Rewewed proposed ehgrblhty provrsrons of Admmrstratron

. bill HR 11939 - .-
Y A e > .é .
X Adopted resolution supporting eligibility provrsrons of HR
* 11939.
'J' . 5. ,Reviev\red proposed revisjons»to Criteria for\Recogni'tion of
_" National Accrediting Bodies and State Agencies for Ap-
.proval of Public Post§econdary Vocational Education.
- N .
' . 6. Reviewed Amerlcan Instrtutes for Research project on
. , consumer protection.
T * 7, Conducted meeting with representatives of Councrl on
L. N Péstsecondary Accreditation.
.o . . )
y “4 ’» [
L] ' ) » .(‘ " .
4, . % -
- e , "

agencies, Federal and State officials, educators and the'

-

\

9., Reviewed report of Pollcy Review Subcdmmitt

Schqols. . .
. gs ‘t\

~ -A

of the Ad-
visory Commrttee )

P

10., Reviewed twice actions of accrediting agénces relative to

12.

13,

11.

Western StateUnrversrty College of Law of Orange Count?'
California. A8
- ~ -
\
Adopted R&solution congratulating retiring U.S. Comrms
sioner of Education-T. H. Bell. )

’ 1]

Reviewed HEW Office of the General Counsel-opinion re-
garding the authorxty to designate Federal Aviation Admin- -

*istration as “nationally reco‘gr‘nzedo accrediting agency

L
\ ' \.

Reviewed California Legislature’s actrons directed tpward
Wesitern Assocxatxon of Schools and Colleges "

. R LI
J,’ N “
1] ) e
. ,‘ﬁ‘
. . -
W ' o~
.
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N
For information about accreditation and mstxtutlonal ehgibility

Forinformation about the Advisory Committee

For sybmission of nommatlons formeﬁwbershxp onthe Advnsory

*.Committee
For submission of petitions for recognition
For inclusion on the DEAE mailing list

John R Proffitt
" Directork :

Division, of Ehglbllxty and.Agency Evaluatlon
Bureau of nghenand Continuing Education
U.S. Office of Edugatlon L
Washington, D.C. 20202 L

(202) 245-9875

.
T s

<

- For information about accreditation policy.
For information about petitions for recognmon

\, Ronald S. Pugsley o .o

Actirig Chief, Accrediting Agency Evaluatxon Branch
Division of Eligibility and Agency Evaluatxon .

{Address as above) ., ) ( .
(202) 245-2810 : .. * ’
T, s ¥
. ¥ 1
M - ~
x ’ S
‘98- .

~

.

| "

' WHO TO .CALL OR WRITE

* Fotinformation about institutional eligihility ,*
For information about certlflcatlons dor foreign students

Leslie W. Ross .~ -
~ . CActing Chief, Institutional Eligibility Branch
Divisioh of Ellglblllty and Agency E\qaluatlon )
~ ' (Address as above)

(202) 245-2940 . ”j:
- For information about ellgibxlltyofcommunny,;umorandsenlor -
e : colleges . - . ‘
- : T - ,
. N doseph M, Hardman -
. Chief, College Eligibility'Section ) . .
. . Institutional Eligibility Branch . . .
N (Address as above) e 0 . ) ) ‘
: . (202) 245-2943 ) . . t ©
- " For mformatlon about eligibility of vocatlonal schools and
' programs , _
Ruth'W. Crowley . ' ’ .
Chief, Occupational School Elxglbllny Sectlon
S Institutional Eligibility Branch ) "

(Address as above) -

R (202)245-9703 ~ o




